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1GHES ang of Pope and other counties, in Arkansas, praying || in the last proviso in the sixth section after the | by the Senator from Virginia, (Mr. Mason,] to 
the establishment of a mail route from Norristown 1 word ‘‘ telegraph,’’ the words “ before said patent || strike out all the bill after the enacting clause and 
8 reporte) to Fort Smith, in said State; which was referred | shall issue;’’ so that it shall read: insert: 
to the Committee on the Post Office and Post | Provided, That in the event a railroad to the Pacific zoenine ae Wastinaats Railroad Compena. 
nays, |, Roads. ocean shall be located” on or near said line of telegraph, || February, IsS4. to constret « railroad from Alexandria, i 
o'clock t Mr. BELL presented the petition of J. P. | before said patent shall issue, the grant of land, &c. the unas of Virginia, ea ee aes of Washington, in ee 
S se, asking compensation for clerical services || The PRESIDIN OFFICER, (Mr. Brieur | District of Columbia, be, and are hereby, authorized to 
Chase, ng pens 1] » ( ¥; } 
decided in performed in the Pension Office; which was re- |) in the chair.) The bill has been read a third || ¢xtepd thelr road from any point oe ee ee 
. : , | . . . . e e oto *rTriv ow ‘ = o: ay B 8s 
lows: ferred to the Committee on Claims. time, and is now on its passage, so that it will at or above the aqueduct of the Alexandria canal, into the 
ntON, Bliss REPORTS FROM STANDING COMMITTEES. require the unanimous consent of the Senate to District of Columbia, connecting with the Baltimore and 
isman, Cor. Mr. JONES, of lowa, from the Committee on || make the amendment. If there be no objection, |, Washington railroad depot by the most convenient and 
davis, 1) Mr. Tot vee ’ ° 3 ill t d practicable route or routes, passing through and aleng such 
yn Bilin Pensions, to whom was referred a bill from the 1] it s ve made. “ < streets or avenues of Washington and Georgetown as the 
4 Frankie House of Representatives, to create ahd providea || There was no objection. . corporate authorities thereof may respectively approve, 
a8, Hiester pension for David Towle, reported it back with | Ra pare 7 I wish 9 ore tee subject to certain prenistens hereinafter expressed. a 
ther, Litly. d || of the honorabl. Senator from Maine, [Mr. Ham- SEC. 2. Bnd be 6 furtner enacted, SDal Wie AIGEeRens 
. , out amendment. 1] ’ and Washing R; . one 
irice, M: ; ae . ‘ “ h ashington Railroad Company are hereby authorized 
bet Mr. CHASE, from the Committee on Patents ad ee RepOrten) one = 2° seer to to construct a bridge over the Potomac river, On, OF above, 
tf, Thomas and the Patent Office, to whom was referred the 18 » a8 to the probable etiect of one of those || or west of the aqueduct of the Alexandria Canal Com- 
LON, Gerrit petition of Adolphus Allen, praying an extension | amendments; I refer to an amendment in the | pany: Provided, Said bridge shall only be built on or over 
ae anion, of his patent for a water-wheel, submitted an ad- || Second section. After providing for the con- Oe eS ae Se Oe See a 
Dade verse report thereon; which was ordered to be || struction of the line of the telegraph, the section | jng'said bridge, and ¢roming the Chesapeake and Ohio 
; : printed. | goes on to say: Canal, said bridge and railroad shall be sw constructed as 
ale i ims “ And the same shall be completed and put in operation || not to injure or obstruct the use or navigation of the Ches- 
ie cnt He lea, from 7 Congesatee om Cipla, 40 | within two years from the passage of this bill ond after || apeake and Ohio canal: 4nd provided further, That this 
1, Sioun whom wes referred the etition of Mary W. Per- || such State legislation shall hay ‘been secured ‘as may be || act shall not prevent Congress from giving like privileges 
, Giddings rine, widow of William E. Perrine, for herself and || necessary tw authorize its construction in the States through | 10 any other railroad company, or any other person. 
ven, Heun, children, praying the payment of whatever amount which it may pass.’’ Se : 3. And he it further ena:ted, That the Alexandria 
err. Kor, shall appear, upon investigation, to be due said | If] read that provision rightly, the effect may papal patebarwipinimptresmy any Soot 
he Perrine, as one of the contractors on the Louis- | be that the parties may hold off in the obtaining town, at such aladie as the corporate authorities qasent 
vid Ritehne ville and Portland canal, asked to be discharged of the necessary State legislation until a railroad may respectively approve, and to lay their track or tracks 
Seymour, from its further consideration, and that it be re- | line is made, and then it will be a very simple ee ee oe venene of teal sulaameneaiae 
n, Anc - |] . 7 . k g such streets avenues Py “ite 
Mts MN Gish wen agreed toc | aheecenerukesalrunds Thete te Unareionen | kre el eae i asent eee aaeS 
th, Tapns ty ° 4 ° 8, : said cities, and to make all necessary turnouts; the 
» + appan Mr. DODGE, of Iowa, from the Committee on || my view literally no limitation, except the dis- railroad company being subject to such terms, conditions, 
lock and Public Lands, to whom was referred the bill to aid | eretion of the parties as to the time within which || "estrictions, and taxation, and to #ich rules and regulations 
CK an in the construction of certain railroads in the State shia I : relative to the construction, repairs, and working of their 
| to-mor- in os nike . : | they are to complete this line. That is my con- road, within the cities of Washington and Georgetown, as 
of Missouri, by a grant ofa portion of the public | struction of this language, because the line is to | the corporate authorities of said cities may from time to 
jands, reported it back with an amendment, and |} be completed in two years from the passage of the || time respectfully prescribe, so far as it may lay within their 
with a recommendation that it pass. | bill, and also after such State legislation has been | So oebenal eouanaan ieuiena cane oa tana 
BILL INTRODUCED. secured as may be necessary to authorize its Con- || bythe respective charters of said cities ; and said railroad 
Mr. SLIDELL asked and obtained the unani- struction in the States through which it may compere =a beep pub poddy mecnopiae Sy bit vg 
. = ) . or Georgetown, and sh ow - 
mous consent of the Senate to introduce a bill for || P&ss- = Poe : 1o make contracts, and to purchase and hold lands so far as 
‘pproved the relief of A.G. Penn; which was read a first It will necessarily follow that legislation will may be necessary for carrying on the operations of the 
and second time by its title, and referred to the || not be procured in the States without the applica- | company, and the service of process on the president or 
Committee on Private Land Claims. | tion and exertion of the parties; and, if they _ 7 anes ¥ ould oases, eS 
: ne ce e 3 B P 
ar POST OFFICE IN PHILADELPHIA. Oe ee ‘out off or ont party complaining to proceed against said company as au- 
hl . : , ° ea? . : f : ~ || thorized under the laws of the District of Columbia to pro- 
postage; Mr. BRODHEAD submitted the following res- pletion of this line as long as it suits their purpose | ceed against chartered confpanies within its limits. 
the Post olution; which was considered by unanimous con- || to do so. It is, therefore, | say, without limita- Mr. BRIGHT. I shall vote for the amend- 
i, Se apeee || tion. If I had been favorable to the bill otherwise, | ment for the reason that it settles the contest which 
etition of Resolved, That the Postmaster General inform the Sen- || | should have preferred, in this respect, that the | has existed so lone between the two cities of 
Lat B ate whether a suitable site can be obtained for a post office eriod of three vears should be given absolutel fated i 
a Ot Dey- in the city of Philadelphia, and if so, at what price; and P ey 6 Y> || Georgetown and Washington, I am authorized 
his com- also to communicate to the Senate any proposals whieh he so that we might know the ume. That would to say that it embraces a provision mutually ac- 
ee en ae ante of meee eeyeiein rt) on . ae i time je applying ‘r the State | ceptable to both cities. It gives to the railroad 
’ gs ereon for a post office in sai . - Sand . : . 
y ! = city; together with any suggestions aa eedenmnatlint . vr x mane eee : Tt re ee company the privilege of building a bridge, at 
$100,000 y sigs ns || my judgment, to the bill as it now stands 
he may think proper to make in relation thereto. | peter. Wee, ts , their own expense, at or above the aqueduct, which 
p and the The question being taken, resulted—yeas 20, || pemoves the objection which has heretofore existed 
ine. ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. ‘ foll ° ° d a . 
mee A menace @ eed ff he H | nays 19; as follows: | in reference to the Long Bridge, and provides that 
ased. | R ge was received from the House of YEAS—Messrs. Allen, Badger, Benjamin, Chase, Dodge || the road shal go through Georgetownand Wash- 
g g 
Commit. epresentatives, by Mr. Forney, their Clerk, an- || of Wisconsin, Douglas, Fessenden, Fish, Gwin, Hamlin, | ; as : 
ine th : ’ ; ? » | ington at such points and through such streets as 
nouncing that the Speaker had signed the follow- || Houston, Jones of lowa, Jones of Tennessee, Rockwell, || Jeni ed by th horiti f th 
ing enrolled bills: | Rusk, Shields, Staart, Sumner, Wade, and Weller—20. | may be ' esignat hey the * Seka ti t ; an 
Ls An act for the relief : NAYS—Messrs. Adams, Atchison, Bayard, Bright, cities. conceive there can be no objection 0 | e 
petition Company; and at Wee Seam, Westen | oo es a ee eee bill if amended as proposed, and I therefore with- 
’ J unter, Jonnson ason, Pratt, Sepastian ide omp- 2 : 
et, HIE “Ae acto extabish the offen of earveyor gen || sf Keniscy, aad Willaston he" ™POMP| draw all hat Ihave hither made to it and am 
ficiary eral “ere Mexico, Kansas, and Nebraska, to So the bill was passed. foun Pieaine P 
( grant donations to actual settlers therei : . : : ; 
ial of Jo- other purposes. erein, and for On motion by mr the a was || Mr. MASON. I wish to state, that the amend- 
in which Which were thereupon signed by the President || amended so as to read *‘ a bill authorizing the con- | ment now before the Senate is one merely intended 
ras been pro tempore. y || struction of a subterranean line of telegraph from | to meet the views of the honorable Senator from 
plainest HOUSE BILL REFERRED the Mississippi or Missouri rivers, to the Pacific || |ndiana, who has just spoken: and although | am 
se, to be : : or ocean. to be made responsible for it on the Journal, I am 
repealed. etd eee ve ae of Representatives to || WASHINGTON AND ALEXANDRIA RAILROAD. || not responsible for it in fact, as the Senator is 
s of the haa to ios od etal ae brig Hal- Mr. STUART. I move that the Senate pro- | aware. I want to clear my skirts of it, because [ 
agsacht- now segieser, wea Tend ae ant to grant her a || ceed to the consideration of the homestead bill. | have never read or examined it. What its effect 
ne repeal ith ide: atell veferved 00 the Co second time by || Mr. CLAY. I suggest that the hour of, one || will be, 1 am not prepared to say. As far asl 
reference meres. ommittee on Com- || o’clock has not yet arrived. have examined it, I think . will do no harm; 
: Mr. RUSK. I hope theSenator will withdraw || certainly it can do no good, because, without fur- 
7 TELEGRAPH TO THE PACIFIC. the motion, to allow ne to call up a bill which will ther legislation on te part of the State of Vir- 
ng to the f got authorizing the construction of a line || not take ten minutes. ginia, the Washington and Alexandria railroad 
x pended P is egraph from the Mississippi river to the Mr. STUART. [ certainly will withdraw the | will not be benefited by it. 1 shall not object to 
2 aoa .Acific ocean, was read a third time, and the.ques- || motion for the Senator from Texas. '| the amendment 
aa tion was, ** Shall the bill pass ?”” Mr. RUSK. Then I move thattheSenatetake || Mr. BROWN. There is one point in the 
Mr. WELLER. The Senate was about to up for consideration the bill authorizing the ex- | amendment to which I wish to call the attention 
d by in- the anes? to vote, by yeas and nays, on || tension of the Alexandria and Washington rail- || of the Senator who has charge of it. I observe it 
setion it he eet of the bill. .Before the vote is taken, || road into the District of Columbia. || gives the corporate authorities of Washington 
ferred 10 whisk 1 chi oe to have an amendment made The motion was agreed to. || power to allow the railroad to run through the 
t Roads. meani af ake MEE ieee in order to make the The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question | avenues of the city. The avenues, I believe, and 
citizens aing more explicit. It is to insert || pending is on an amendment submitted yesterday || especially Pennsylvania avenue, are under the 
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control of Congress; and for one, I do not think | 
that the city of Washington ought to have au- || 
thority to permit this railroad to run over theth. ! 
1 know there has been a scheme on foot all the | 
winter to run some railroad up Pennsylvania av- 

enue; but I have been opposed to it from the first. \ 

Mr. RUSK. An application of that sort has |! 
been made to the authorities of Washington, and | 
they have refused to grant the permission. I have | 
no idea that they would do it; but if the Senator | 
desires an amendment to that effect, it might easily 
be made. 

Mr. BROWN. I should rather have the word | 
*‘avenues”’ struck out of the bill. Pennsylvania 
aventie is the only one, I suppose, through which || 
it would run, and | should be very much opposed | 
to that. The present city authorities might not | 
grant the permission; but we do not know who | 
may be in authority twelve months hence. 

Mr. BRIGHT. I am sorry that the Senator 
makes that objection; but if he insists upon it, I 
am willing to except Pennsylvania avenue from 
the provision. I do not believe that the authori- 
ties of Georgetown or of Washington would make 
a grant to prejudice their city in any respect. I 
think the trust is entirely safe in their hands; and, 
therefore, I should prefer that the honorable Sen- 
ator would not press his amendment. 

Mr. BROWN. I have no idea that the city | 
authorities of Washington would do anything | 
which, in their judgment, would prejudice the in- 
terests of the city; but | know that some very | 
high in authority have been in favor of running a 
railroad through Pennsylvania avenue. 

Mr. BRIGHT. Then put in an amendment 
excepting Pennsylvania avenue. 

Mr. BROWN. With that amendment I have 
no objection to the proposition. 

Mr. BADGER. The corporate authorities 
ought not to be alldwed this power. Although it 
may be perfectly safe now, there may be danger || 
in the future. 

Theamendmenttotheamendment was agreed to. 

Mr. Mason’s amendment, as amended, was | 
agreed to; and the bill was reported to the Senate 
as amended. 

Mr. BADGER. I desire to ask, for I was not 
listening to the reading of the amendment, and I 
wish to ascertain exactly how it is, whether it con- 
fines the passage of the cars through the streets of || 
the city to horse power, or whether it is to be by 
steam? 

Mr. PRATT. That is not decided by the 
bill. 

Mr. BRIGHT. That depends upon the city 
authorities. It vests in the city authorities dis- 
cretion to control that matter. 

The amendment was concurred in, the bill was 
ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
a third time, and passed. 


RAILROAD AT PENSACOLA. 


On motion by Mr. MALLORY, the Senate, as 
in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to consider 
the bill granting to Jasper Strong, George Terrill, 
and their associates, the right of way for a rail- 
road through the reserved lands near the navy- 
yard, Pensacola, in the State of Florida. 

It proposes to grant the right of way one hun- 
dred feet in width, through the lands, reserved 
west of the navy-yard, Pensacola, to the parties 
mentioned, for the construction of a railroad from 
the Perdido river, on the most direct and practica- 
ble route, to the waters of Pensacola bay, and the 
use of any timber or other materials along the 
route of the road and within half a mile on each 
side, which may be necessary in its construction; 
and at its terminus on Pensacola bay, they are 
to have the privilege of erecting a wharf and of 
establishing a depot for lumber and other articles, 











_ mot more than one acre in extent; but the line 


and the terminus are to be approved by the Navy 
Department; and the bill is not to be.so construed 
“as to authorize the parties to use or destroy any 
timber which the Navy Department may direct to 
be preserved for Navy purposes. 

Mr. STUART. only desire to inquire of 
the Senator from Florida, if this question has been 
submitted to any Department, and if there is any 
statement from the Department on the subject? 
‘That has been usual in all these cases. 

Mr. MALLORY. This bill was prepared 
under the eye of the Department, and was then 
pent to the eommodore commanding the station. 


|| for an Executive session; and I hope the motion || to be printed. 


| river, North Carolina. 


|| ator withdraw the motion? 


| from Arkansas insists on his motion. 


| time spent therein the doors were reopened. 
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He recommends its passage, as also does the Sec- | 
retary of the Navy. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without | 
amendment, ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading, read a third time, and passed. — 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. lj 

A message was received from the House of Rep- 
resentatives, by Mr. McKean, Chief Clerk, an- | 
nouncing that they had passed the bill from the 
Senate making further appropriation for the im- 
provement of the Cape Fear river, North Caro- | 
lina, with an amendment. 

Also, a joint resolution to fix the compensation | 
of the employees of the legislative department | 
of the Government, and to prohibit the allowance 
of the usual extra compensation to such as receive | 
the benefits hereof. 


EXECUTIVE SESSION. 


Mr. SEBASTIAN. It is absolutely necessary | 


| for the public service that the Senate should pro- | 
'| ceed to the consideration of Executive business |, 
| this morning. 


I hope, therefore, that the Senate || 
will agree to the motion to do so. I make this || 


| statement to the Senate, and | hope that my 
| request will be granted. I therefore move to pro- 


ceed to the consideration of Executive business. 


Mr. HUNTER. | believe there is a necessity | 


of the chairman of the Committee on Indian 


|| Affairs will be agreed to. 


Mr. BADGER. I ask theSenator to withdraw |} 


|| the motion in order that we may dispose of the || 
| amendment, just received from the House, to the | 


} 


bill in relation to the improvement of Cape Fear 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Sen- || 


Mr. SEBASTIAN. 
ecutive session now. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. 


I prefer to have an Ex- 
The Senator || 


Mr. BADGER. I hope it will be voted down. 
The motion of Mr. Sepastian was agreed to; 


| and the Senate accordingly proceeded to the con- | 


sideration of Executive business. After some 


REVENUE LAWS. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the 
Senate a communication from the Secretary of || 
the Treasury, transmitting, in compliance with a |} 
resolution of the Senate of the 19th of January, || 
1853, a copy of the revision of the revenue laws. || 

On motion by Mr. HAMLIN, the communi- | 
cation, and bill, and papers, and maps accompa- 
nying it, were referred to the Committee on Com- | 
merce, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. HAMLIN. I move that one hundred | 
additional copies of the bill be printed for the use | 
of the Treasury Department. 

The motion was referred to the Committee on 
Printing. 

HOMESTEAD BILL. 

Mr. BROWN. Some time ago I gave notice 
that I should move a substitute for the home- 
stead bill. { now ask the unanimous consent of 
the Senate to present the amendment, informally, 
and have it printed. 

There being no objection, it was received in- 
formally, and ordered to be printed. 

On motion, the Senate adjourned. 





HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Wenpnespay, July 12, 1854. 
The House metat eleven o’clock,a.m. Prayer 
by Rev. Henry Sticer. 
The Journal of yesterday was read and approved. 


INCREASED COMPENSATION TO EXECUTIVE 


OFFICERS. 

Mr. HOUSTON. I desire the House to give 
me permission to have an order made for the 
printing, for the use of the House, of a commu- 
nication from the Treasury Department. It isa 
recommendation in relation to the increase of com- 
pensation of heads of bureaus. It has been sent 
to the Committee of Ways and Means, and all I 
ask now, is, that it may be printed. 

It was so ordered. 


CLERK TO SPECIAL COMMITTEE, 
Mr. LETCHER. I have been instructed by 





July ll, 


the special committee appointed to inv 


| Colt’s patent case, and other things, to we 


House to allow a clerk to be appointed to aid th 
committee in taking testimony, at the usual com. 


| pensation. 


It was so ordered. 

Mr. ROWE. f object. 

‘The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks ¢ 
gentleman from New York (Mr. Rowse} j 
his objection. 

Mr. ROWE. I was on the floor for the pur 

ose of objecting when the motion was made. _ 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Ney 


York insists that he was upon the floor, and qq. 


hat the 
8 late in 


| dressed the Speaker before the question was taken 
| and objected to the appointment of aclerk. Th; 


Chair did not hear the gentleman at all, certainly 


| not until he was in the act of putting the negative 
| vote. The Chair thinks the gentleman is too late 


in his objeetion. He can attain his object, hoy. 
ever, by a motion to reconsider, 


CHARLES CHRISTIG. 
Mr. GREENWOOD, by unanimous consent, 


from the Committee on Indian Affairs, made ay 
adverse report upon the petition of Charles Chris. 


|| tig, praying indemnity for loss of property sys. 
|| tained by him in California, destroyed by the 


Indians; which was laid on the table and ordered 


COMMITTEE ON COLT’S PISTOLS, 
Mr. CUTTING. I rise for the purpose of 
asking the indulgence of the House, by excusing 
me from serving upon the select committee of in. 
vestigation of matters connected with the Colt’s 


|| Rees which was appointed a few days since, 


y reason is this: | am already on the select 


|, committee which has under investigation charges 
arising out of the Gardiner matter. The duties 
| of that committee exact a great deal of time from 


me, and will require much attention on the part 


| of the members of the committee in order to enable 
|| them to report during this session. I presume 
| that when the Speaker placed me upon that comi- 


mittee, it was done without recollecting the fact 


| that I was already charged, as one member of a 
committee, with this other investigation. It ap- 


pears to me that the labors of investigating one 


|| matter of this description is sufficient to impose 
| upon one member of the House, and I think! 


ought not to be put upon another committee, | 
ask, therefore, that some one may be put upon 
that committee who can devote more time to it 
than it is possible for me to do. 

The question upon excusing Mr. Curtine was 


|| then put, and he was excused. 


ROBERT C. THOMPSON. 
Mr. RITCHIE, of Pennsylvania. I ask the 
unanimous consent of the House, that a bill from 


|| the Senate, which is upon the Speaker’s table, 
| may be taken up and referred to the Committee 
| on Revolutionary Claims. 
‘| and the individual to whom it relates is now in 


It is a private bill, 


the city upon expenses, and he wishes to have an 
econ es to appear before that committee on 
riday next. ; 

No objection being made, the following bill wes 
taken up and read a first and second time by ils 
title, and referred to the Committee on Revolu- 
tionary Claims: . 

An act for the relief of Robert C. Thompeot, 
legal representative of William Thompson, (¢ 
ceased, formerly a brigadier general in the army 
during the revolutionary war. 


PERSONAL EXPLANATION. 

Mr. HARRIS, of Mississippi. I ask the con- 
sent of the House to make a personal explant 
tion. 

There was no objection, 

Mr. H. proceeded: Mr. Speaker, when the bil 
making an appropriation for carrying into elie! 
the recent treaty with Mexico was under consid- 
eration some days ago, I indulged in langusgt 
unnecessarily severe, and, I am free to say, No 
merited by the parties against whom it was 
rected. I desire, sir, to recall that language, 


at least, modify it. , i 
The acquisition of territory from Mexico, ® 
especially such territory, was not, in my judgmen 
demanded by the interests of the nation. But the 

abrogation of so much of the treaty of Guadelu 
Hidalgo as made this Government responsible {ot 
the Indian depredations was an object of vey 
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———— ¥ | 
reat importance. To this extent, then, the treaty | 
Fd something of a substantial basis to rest upon; | 
and although the acquisition of such territory may | 
be no recommendation, yetit certainly constitutes | 
no valid objection to the treaty. 
| desire to say, therefore, that I regret that I | 
should have employed language upon that occa- | 
sion which, whatever | may think of the recent | 
negotiations with Mexico, was too sweeping in its 
character, and not altogether fit to be used. W hat 
| said in regard to the discussion which was elicited 
upon the subject of the treaty was provoked by | 
a strong impression on my mind that there was 
really nothing in the question of privilege, as con- | 
nected with the proposition before the committee, | 
made upon any gentleman participating in it. | 
The speeches of those who participated in the | 
discussion are now in print, and will, I have no 
doubt, amply vindicate themselves from any in- 
sinuation contained in my remarks. , 
RATES OF POSTAGE. 
The House then proceeded to consider, as the | 
first business in order, the bill reported yesterday | 
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by Mr. Orns, from the Committee on the Post 


Office and Post Roads, ‘*to amend an act entitled | 
an act to amend an act entitled an act to reduce || 


and modify the rates of postage in the United | 
States,” approved August 30, 1852. 

Mr. OLDS. In the remarks made yesterday | 
by me, I endeavored to illustrate the effect of the | 
present rates of newspaper postage upon the coun- | 
try and city press. I may, perhaps, from those | 
remarks, have left the impression resting upon 
the minds of members of the House that [ enter- 
tained a hostile feeling towards the city press. 
Such, sir, is not the fact. I have nothing to say 
against the city presses. Iam willingthey should | 
have all the benefit of all the circulation they can || 
obtain, which is not incompatible with the public || 
good. What I desire to accomplish is, that the 
newspapers of the country shall pay to the reve- | 
nues of the Post Office Department what it actually 
costs the Government to transport those papers | 
through the mails of the United States. I desire, | 
then, that the city press may have every advant- | 
age of their local position, and of their command- 
ing influence, but that they shall not have it at the 
expense of the National ‘Treasury. 

in order to illustrate the bonus which the Gov- 
ernment is now actually paying to increase the 
circulation of the city press, let me merely insti- | 
tute nomen between the postage upon news- || 
papers and that upon letters; and let me institute, 
also, a comparison between what the postage now 
is and what it will be under the bill before the || 
House, if the bill shall pass. The charge now 
upon any newspaper not weighing more than | 
three ounces, carried to any extreme point in the 
United Statés, is one cent postage; but if prepay- | 
ment is made at the office where mailed, or deliv- | 
ered quarterly, or yearly.in advance, there is a 





the postage on any newspaper not weighing more 
than three ounces, to any point of the 
States, one half cent. 

Take, for illustration, a New York city paper, | 
not weighing more than three ounces—say the | 
New York Courier and Enquirer. Perhaps by | 
taking that paper I will prevent treading on the | 
toes of those gentlemen which I would do were I | 
to take the Tribune or Herald. The Courier and | 
Enquirer weighs three ounces, on which the post- | 
age for the daily paper the quarter to any point | 
of the United States is forty-five and a half cents. 
Then there is carried through the mail the quarter 
to any point of the United States, ninety-one pa- | 
pers, each weighing three ounces, at forty-five and | 
a half cents postage. One half that goes to the | 

ostmaster, and the other half to the Government. 

wenty-two and three quarter cents the Govern- 
ment gets for the transportation of ninety-one 
papers, each ee three ounces, to any part of 
the United States. ultiply ninety-one by three, | 
and the weight of newspapers carried for that | 
amount the quarter is a little over fifteen pounds. 
We transport then through the mail of the United | 


States more than fifteen pounds weight from New | 
York to San Francisco, at a revenue, after paying 


the commission of the postmaster, of twenty-two 
and three fourth cents. You cannot send a pack- 
oe b Adams & Co.’s express, from Baltimore to 

ashington, for the same sum that you receive | 


for carrying ninety-one papers, wéighing fifteen | 


| a reduction in postage of fifty per cent. upon the 
| prepayment of newspapers, | feel that I have no 


| In any way with the newspaper press of the coun- 


| justice in all-things, to exact justice from the city | 


| dollars annually. 
reduction of fifty per cent., which, in tact, makes | 
| indirectly in the way of postage to sustain the 
nited || 
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Believing that 1 have explained this matter at 
sufficient length, and that I have made myself 
clearly understood by members of the House, 
[ shall yield the floor to any gentleman who 
wishes to oppose this bill. I hope, however, that 
the bill may receive the favorible consideration 
of the House. 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois. I would 
ask the gentleman from Ohio if the effect of the 
bill will not be to increase the rates of newspaper 
postage? 

Mr. OLDS. I will answer the gentleman. 
The rates will remain just as they are now by 


a 
ounds, from New York to New Orleans, or New 
Vork to San Francisco. To senda package by 
express from New York to New Orleans, you 
would have to pay the company three, perhaps 
four times as much as is received by the mail of 
the United States for transporting the same weight, 
in newspapers, an equal distance. Now, I ask is 
this just, 1s it right? 
ell, sir, we are told, and Mr. Greeley refers 
to it in his paper, that if we were to make every- 
thing passing through the mail pay its tribute 
according to the cost for transportation, we would 
derive sufficient revenue to sustain the Post Office 
Department, without necessity for further increase | law. 
of postage. I admit the fact. I admit thatif we Mr. WASHBURNE. Does it not take from 
make everything passing through the mail pay the | the subscriber the privilege of paying his postage 
actual cost for transportation to the Department, | in advance, and getting a discount of fifty per cent? 
we shall need no increase of postage. Mr. OLDS. ‘Yes, sir; I will inform the geutle- 
But I have been charged by the city press, in | man and the House of the rates on newspapers, 
my attempt to raise letter postage from three to | as they will be if this bill should become a law. 
five cents, with an effort to impose a tax on the | The schedule has been made out by the Depart- 
correspondence of the country. Let me makea || ment. 
comparison between postage on letters and that on On daily newspapers weighing not exceeding 
newspapers. A letter from New York for New || three ounces, circulating in the State where pub- 
Orleans, weighing one half ounce, pays three cents || lished, the postage per quarter will be forty-five 
postage. It pays six cents the ounce, ninety-six || and a half cents; for papers published six daysin 
cents the pound, and $14 40 the fifteen pounds. || the week, thirty-nine cents; for tri-weekly papers, 
The New York Daily Courier and Enquirer weighs || nineteen and a half cents; for semi-weekly, thir- 
fifteen pounds the quarter, and pays forty-five and || teen cents; for weekly papers, six and a half cents; 
a half cents postage. The same rate of postage | for semi-monthly, three cents; and for monthly 
on newspapers as now exists with reference to || papers, one and a half cents. For a daily paper 
letters would require the payment on that weight weighing not exceeding three ounces, and circulat- 
of $14 40 postage. ing out of the State were published, the postage 
Now, I would ask, what reason is there to per quarter will be, should this bill become a law, 
charge $14 40 postage on fifteen pounds of letter | ninety-one cents; for six-day papers, seventy-eight 
from New York to New Orleans, and only forty- | cents; for tri-weekly, thirty-nine cents; for semi- 
five and one half cents for the same weightofnews- weekly, twenty-six cents; for weekly, thirteen 
yaper? [sit just? Isit right? Is itjustice to the || cents; for semi-monthly, six cents; and for month- 
eaaere and Government of the United States? Is__ ly, three cents. 
it justice to the Post Office Department, when you These will be the rates of newspaper postage, 
desire to extend and grant mail facilities to every || should this bill become a law. 
section of the country, to compel them to trans- Mr. WASHBURNE. I think I understand 


port these newspapers at one fourth less than what | the gentleman. This bill proposes to take away 
it would cost to send them as freight by any of || from the subscribers the right of making this dis- 
the express companies of the United States ? count; and it is to that extent a tax on the intel- 


In the effort which | am making to do away 


ligence of the community; and, consequently, [ am 
with the provision of the law of 1852 which makes 


opposed to the gentleman’s bill. 

Mr. CHANDLER took the floor. 

Mr. SMITH, of Virginia. I wish to ask the 
gentleman from Illindis {Mr. Wasneurne)a ques- 
tion. 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from 
| Pennsylvania yield the floor to the gentleman 
from Virginia? 

Mr. CHANDLER. Yes. 

Mr. SMITH. I will put the question to the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania. I desire to hear 
some reason assigned why the Post Office Depart- 
ment should not support itself? I have not heard 
press which is benefited by this reduction of fifty | any reason for it yet. 
per cent. to the tune of agreat many thousands of r. CHANDLER. It would require me to go 

If your Government must pay || into an argument to answer the gentleman’s ques- 
a bonus out of the Treasury of the United States tion. And I propose, in the few remarks rina 
to make, not to occupy more than three or four 
minutes in replying to the gentleman from Ohio, 
(Mr. Otps.] But, I will, in one word, reply to 
the question of the gentleman from Virginia, as I 
know he never puts a question unless in good 
faith. 

Whenever the Government of any country as- 

| sumes to exercise its sovereignty and interfere 


private interests to subsérve. I am not connected 
try; and my only desire is, that you should do 
justice to the revenues of the Post Office Depart- 
ment, and that you shall make this paper circula- 
tion pay something like its cost of transportation 
in the mails of the United States. I call upon gen- 
tlemen in this House—the guardians of the public 
Treasury—who are willing to do and to exact 


city press, why, do the thing openly and fairly, 
and make these papers pay their cost of transpor- 
tation in the mails of the United States, and then 
say, you choose, that every newspaper published 
in acity shall receive in money from the Treasury 
of the United States what you now give it in the 
form of reduced postage. A proposition of that 
kind before the Congress of the United States || with private enterprise, that Government has no 

would not obtain a single vote, not even fromgen- | right to assert its power to enrich itself by such 

tlemen representing the city of New York or Phil- || interference with private enterprise. 

adelphia; and you could not getthem to payto the || Mr. SMITH. How does the Government in- 

newspapers out of the Treasury of the United || terfere with private interests, when it charges no 

States what you are now giving them by way of |, more than is necessary to defray the cost of trans- 
a reduction of postage. portation, &c, ? 

Taking in connection the fact that you have Mr. CHANDLER. I answer, that the Gov- 
always required Reeesynen 1 pameny on news- || ernment does charge more—two or three times 
papers, and the fact that this little proviso crept in | more—for carrying one half of the letters than in- 
unawares into the law of 1852, whrch only carried || dividuals would carry them for. And thisitdoes 
out what was a regulation of the Department be- | with the view of spreading the benefits of its 
fore, and I ask what reason is there, in justice || interference over every portion of the country. 
and in truth, that we should retain this provision ! The theory is, that those who pay the most post- 
of the law of 1852 making this reduction of fifty || age by sending mostletters pay the higher postage 

r cent. for prepayment? There might be some || in order that the benefits of the system may be 

ind of justice in making a distinction between | general. 
prepaid and unpaid letters, from the fact that if|| But, sir, 1 did not rise to enter upon any defense 
you require prepayment, you do not lose any- || of the city press, which has been assailed by my 
thing on account of dead letters. But I ask, what | friend from Ohio, [Mr. Oips,} nor to enter upon 
substantial reason is there, more than a bonus to | any invidious comparison between the press of 
the cit — why you should make this reduc- || the city and of the country. We all know that 
tion of fifty per cent.? | the press is regarded as the palladium of our lib- 
‘ 
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erties. We all know that the information neces- | 


sary to initiate men into statesmanship is that 
which they acquire day by day as the daily pabi- 
lum of their political hfe. 
connected with that, there goes forth with political | 


HE CONGRESSIONAL 


And we all know that | 


sentiments the moral sentiment, which, while it | 


sanctifies, pervades the whole. If all the press has 
net come up to that standard of excellence, it is not 
the fault of the press generally, but it is an error 
which has crept into it. And when any portion 
of it may have deserved*the censure of the hon- 
orable gentleman from Ohio, it is a happy circum- 
stance that this portion is the exception and not 
the rule. 

If we are occasionally called upon to blush for 
the use of language, and for the utterance of Sen- 
timents inconsistent with our views as republi- 
cans and moralists, we are more frequently called | 
apon—if we would praise as willingly as we would 
blame—to laud the lofty sentiments and the pure 
principles which pervade almost all our news- 
papers. But the question before us is, whether 
the price for conveying newspapers shall be re- 
duced in case of prepayment. 

Were it not for that, I should be able to go on, 
and run a’parallel between the two newspapers. | 


| rates of postage should not be increased. 

** But,’ says the honorable gentleman from Ohio, 
‘*why should they pay = half a cent postage 
upon a newspaper, when a letter would cost six 
or seven times as much? Why should we make 
this discrimination ?”’ 
to the honorable gentleman is, that this question 
involves the whole question of the liberty and 
protection of the press—that in all countries where 
it is deemed desirable that the people near 
should be informed upon public measures—in all 


countries where the respect of popular opinion has 


I sould consider the sentiment once uttered upon | 


this floor by a member of this House, as felici- || 


tating himself upon the fact that there was not a 
single newspaper published in his district. I 
wondered at the remark, because that man was 
a politician. 


there was not a newspaper there, but because there 
was none printed there. He glorified himself upon 
the sound and pure principles which prevailed in 
his district, because they lived upon the news- 
papers of Baltimore, Richmond, and Philadelphia. 
Laughter. } 


But my friend from Accomac [Mr. | 
Henry A Wise] told us that it was not because | 


Another thing: The gentleman makes an argu- | 


ment upon the amount of reduction. He declares 
that so much is paid for that large blanket sheet, 


the New York Courier and Inquirer, and that one || 


half of that, if prepaid, is to be deducted; and he 
argues that the conveyance of that sheet is oner- 


ous, burdensome, and costly to the Government. || 


That is notso. No man undertakes to convey 
that he would lose by the conveyance of any | 
single article. 
if only the single article were to be paid for. 
the income of the Post Office Department is not | 
derived from the conveyance of one newspaper, | 
but it derives it from what it carries generally. 
But the honorable gentleman says there should 
not be a deduction for prepayment. Now, let 
me say to him, that the moment you change the 


policy, the receipt from those papers will cease, || 
Now, | 


and they will no longer occupy the mails. 


yrevalence—there is, and always has been, legis- 
| lation in favor of the circulation of the public 

ress. 

Mr. SMITH, of Virginia. Do I understand 
the gentleman to say that the expresses will carry 
letters and papers cheaper than they are carried 
through the mails? 

Mr. CHANDLER. Yes, sir. 

Mr. SMITH. Will the gentleman then be 
good enough to inform me why it is that the ex- 
presses cdo now charge so much more? 

Mr. CHANDLER. They charge more per- 
haps upon a single paper, but not when they are 
sent in packages. 

Mr. SMITH. 
upon letters ? 

Mr. CHANDLER. They do not. 

Mr. SMITH. The gentleman is mistaken 
in that statement. When I was in California, I 
paid as much as fifty cents for a single letter sent 
by express, when, if it had been sent through 
the mail, it would have been forty cents under the 


But why do they charge more 


} then high rates of postage; and afterwards, when | 


the postage was reduced to ten cents a letter, the 
express still charged fifty cents. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I say that the expresses 
would carry letters and papers between any points 
upon the Atlantic coast for less than it costs to 
send them through the mails. 

Mr. SMITH. But it is a great mistake to say 
that the expresses do now. carry letters for less 
than the cost of sending them through the mails. 

Mr. CHANDLER. The expresses would 


\ || carry them cheaper between points upon the At- 
freight generally upon which he could not say || lantic coast. 


| 


he says thatif they do not pay, the sooner they | 


leave the mail the better. 


I say they do pay; for || 
you will never pay a cent less for the transporta- || 


tion of the mails between New York and Wash- | 


ington, merely because one newspaper or publi- 
cation is omitted from the mail. You pay for 
conveying the whole mail; you pay for a whole 
mail car, and for a mail agent an 


whether there is one ora thousand newspapers in 


Now, there arrived in this city last night, from || 


New York, copies of the Times, and of the un- 
fortunate Tribune—unfortunate in incurring the 
displeasure of my friend on the other side of the 
House—upon which postage was paid. But an- 
other publisher, keener in his calculations, took 


care to send his publication by the express, and || 


hundreds of them were distributed throughout the 
city last night, and paid for; but they paid no tax 
to support our Post Office Department; no tax 
by which to assist in redeeming the credit of that 

epartment, This will always be the case so 
long as you tax them beyond what it would cost 
to carry them in the private expresses from one 
large city to another. These newspaper publish- 
ers are shrewd in their calculation of cost of pub- 
on transportation—gifted to make money, 
and a little more given to spend it. And so true 
as they find thatthey can send their papers through 
the express for a quarter of a cent a-piece, so true 
as they find that they can supply their customers 
by express at a cheaper rate than through the 
mails, so true will they make use of the expresses, 
and laugh at the ap ces of the Post Office De- 


|| crease the receipts. 


deputy post- || 
master in that car, and you will pay the same || 


| 


|| there pay a tax to the Government. 


Mr. SMITH. The gentleman says the ex- 


He would lose by the conveyance, || presses will carry the newspaper mail cheaper than 
But || the Government now carry it. How does he recon- 


cile this statement with the argument he is now 
making against this bill, upon the ground that it 
will increase the burdens upon newspapers? Wh 
does not the statement that private expresses will 
now carry them cheaper than the mails, supersede 
the other argument against this bill? 

Mr. CHANDLER. For the reason that the 
other argument, that the Post Office Department 
should sustain itself, supersedes the argument in 
favor of carrying papers by private expresses at 
all. My argument is, that the cheapness of the 
article will increase the supply, and thereby in- 
For instance, wherever the 

fares upon railroads have been reduced, the 
| amount of travel has been increased. 


| 


upon newspapers. 


w 
| itis now well understood that newspapers pass 
| free through the mails in England. Gentlemen 
are also aware that the tax upon newspapers has 
| of late been very greatly reduced, and that every 
| act of legislation in England has been to reduce 

the burdens upon newspapers, and for the en- 
couragement of an increased circulation. © 
Mr. SMITH. But the Post Office Department 
n England pays a revenue into the general Treas- 


ury. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Yes, sir; £200,000 per 
annum. 

Mr. SMITH. That makes a very great dif- 
ference. The fact that the Post Office Department 
in Great Britain paysa revenue into the Treasury, 
and that in thiscountry it is a tax upon the general 
Treasury, furnishes a very good reason why we 
should not adopt the same policy in reference to 
our e laws. 

Mr. CHANDLER. It furnishes a very good 


| 
it 


GLOBE. 


= oe Sent 
partment; and that is the reason why I say the reason, it seems to me, 


Mr. Speaker, my answer | 


Wherever | 
the prices of newspapers have been diminished,’ 
the number of subscribers has been increased. | 
|| That has been the effect of the reduction of postage 
the mail. 
| The honorable gentleman from Ohio undertook | 
| to remove the force of that argument, so far as 
| England is concerned, by saying oak neers 
ell, sir, | 
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why we should adopt 


| like policy. 
| Mr. OLDS. I will state to the gentleman 
| the revenue arising from the Post Office De 
| ment in England is $6,000,000 more than a, 
| expenses of that Department. . 
r. CHANDLER. I am under very ore 
obligations to the gentleman for a statemen{ which 
adds strength to my argument. I confess thes | 
| was slow to admit it at firsty but, sir, it adds my, 
strength tomy argument The British Govern 
ment now receive $2,000,000 revenue from their 
| Post Office Department, as the effect of ado ting 
| their penny postage system, and of keeping down 
the rates of postage. Itis the effect of send 
| their newspapers free through the mails, 
| much, then, for cheap postage. 

Mr. SMITH. Six millions of dollars, 
| Mr. CHANDLER. So much the stronger, 
NW’ Mr. SMITH. If the gentleman wants to make 
| a regular argument, I should dislike to interry; 
}him. But I would ask whether the gentleman 
| does not recognize a wide difference between a 
|| small, densely settled country, and one like ours? 
| Mr.CHANDLER. Ido, sir;anda very great 
| difference. Therefore it is that [ submit to a 
| postage on oenueerers and an augmented post. 
|| age on letters. hat makes the difference, 

I did not rise to make an argument, but a short 
|| explanation in favor of the public press; and to 
| Say that this attempt to augment the postage by 
| repealing that part which enables the postmaster 
| to receive one half, if paid in advance, has a tend- 
| ency to injure the very object we ought to have 
| in view. 

And there is another thing. Year after year 
|| we are beset here with changes; year after year 
| we are asked to conform to some new regulations; 
| year after year the friends of public information 

are called on to defend their position; and year 
‘| after year the Government appeals here for some 
| alteration. All I ask is, that we may be allowed 
| to try what we have got. Do not alter it. Itis 
| snen tens well. But we are like the boy who 
|| planted the bean, and, morning after morning, 
|| pulled it up to see whether it had taken root, and 
| was likely to produce anything. Let us wait a 
|} little. Let us plant in some faith. Let us look 
|| for the wholesome dews of public patronage, and 
| increased information among our people, and then 
we shall have what we want. Then the Post Office 
Department may get back to a paying one, and, 
more than that, a contributing Department to the 
Treasury when we need it. 

Gentlemen always seem to talk of the Post Of- 
fice Department. ell, the chairman of the Com- 
mittee on the Post Office and Post Roads is right 
He has a right to look after the mail, 
But I wish to 


that 


| 
| then. 


because it is his business to do so. 
| say that there are other persons who have rights, 


and that the reduction of the postage is in behalf 
of the mass of readers, all of Thoth are the readers 

of newspapers, all of whom ought to be enabled to 

take aed bay for some newspaper in the country. 

All, I believe, do. Reduce the postage, then, en- 

courage prepayment, and consider that, if there is 

no prepayment, the loss of each quarter and year 

is to be deducted, and that inconvenience will 

| result. If there is prepayment, there ought to be 

|| an advantage resulting to the prepayers. 

I do not wish to press this matter further. | 
merely wish to say, notas the advocate of a public 
press, though I ought to be, not as the defender 
of any rights of publishers, though I have been 
of the number, not out of any desire to laud the 
character or conditfon of editors, though | have 
needed that laudation, and tried to give it; not at 
all, sir; but I simply ask that we may have one 
stable law among us; that we may run on one 
year longer with this experiment, and see whether 
we cannot, as they have done in England, raise 
the revenue from a deficiency to a_ surplus, 
There, sir, they have, in a few years, inci 
it from millions of deficiency to six millions of 
profit. Itis alll ask. No country paper can oF 
will find fault. No country paper in which my 
friend feels an interest will mourn over it. There 
is not a country paper in the world that does not 
know that its circulation is. increased, vastly 10 
creased, by the effect on the public mind of the 
better informed city press. ho does not know 
that every paper which comes into his county cre. 
ates an appetite for further reading? Increase of 

Tike that which 


appetite for newspaper reading is 
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oet inspires. It certainly grows by what it | was to express that opinion, 1 have said on a! percent. on all the sugar and molasses we con- 
the p Pp y y P P t ga 


feeds on. And let us have an opportunity of cir- }| 
culating, at as low rate as yoeas that species 
of pabulum which, instead of palling on the public 
appetite, vitiating public morals, goes to strengthen || 
and establish true principles among us. | 
Give us intercourse between the North and | 
South, the East and the West, and then every press || 
becomes a means of public good, and every news- | 
paper becomes a pointof union between different | 
sections of the country. A common sentiment 
and sympathy of feeling between all parts of the | 
country are of infinite consequence in political || 
ethics. 1 will not trouble the House any further, | 
as | have already gone beyond the time to which I | 
had designed limiting myself. 
Mr. BARRY. Oneof the propositions to which || 
I object, connected with this subject of postages, || 
is, that the Government Is bound to carry any 
man’s letters for less than the actual cost of trans- 
ortation. The idea seems to be prevalent that it 
is the duty of the Government to transport the 
mails for nothing; but you might as well say, in 
my opinion, that it was the duty of the Govern- 
ment to deliver the merchandise of the country for || 
nothing. The system of postages originated at || 
a time when the Government desired to make || 
money out of it, and it was a means of levying | 
taxation upon the people. This is one extreme of || 
the system. The other extreme is, that the Gov- || 
ernment shall carry letters,and that the tax payers 
shall supply the Treasury with the money to pay || 
the cost of transportation. One extreme is as 
equally wide of the truth as the other. The true 
medium is, that the ipdividuals who enjoy the 
benefits of the postal system shall pay its expenses. || 
If Ll receive a letter which costs me three cents, 
but which it costs the Government five cents to | 
deliver, there is no obligation resting upon any || 
other man, or set of men, to pay the additional 
two cents. There is no obligation upon others to | 
ay for that which I receive as private property. 
f a letter comes to me it is for my benefit, and it 
comes at my desire. Is it fair or just that any || 
other man who does not receive the benefit shall | 
be called upon to pay a share of the expense? | 
Extend this principle, and after a time you will | 
require letters and newspapers to be carried for | 
nothing; and then,in one form or another, the | 
post office system will become a mere ‘* Adams’s | 
express,”’ running into every town and village of 


| system of the post office. 





the country, for the delivery of private property | 
free of expense. 
There is a common sense limit in this thing, | 
and that is, that the Post Office Department should | 
pay its expenses. If you send a letter from one | 
end of the Union to the other, and it costs the | 
Goverriment five cents,you ought to pay five cents, | 
and not call upon your neighbors to share the | 
burden. If you take either extreme you depart | 
from what I conceive to be sound principle. | 
Another position assumed here is, because indi- | 
viduals may carry mail matter between the great 
cities cheaper than the Government does, that, | 
therefore, mail matter all over the country should | 
be carried at the same rate. You can carry let- | 
ters and papers between large cities at a cheaper 
rate, for the simple reason that there is a large || 
amount carried there. If you should leave the 
ores of mail matter to private enterprise, as 
has been advised, nine tenths of the post offices 
of the country would be unsupplied, because 
those who monopolize the lines between the great | 
cities that pay, would not take the lines going to 
the small towns and villages through the country, 
which would not pay. If you continue the present || 
number of mail routes and the present number of 
trips, and individuals bind themselves to deliver | 





the mails just as they are delivered now, then they | 
can make no more profit than the Government, | 
because they will have to save the profits of the | 
main lines between the larger cities to make up | 
the losses in carrying on the lines between the | 
smal! towns and villages. This proposition of | 
reducing the postages between the large cities is | 
throwing the whole burden of the Post Office 
Department upon the shoulders of the ple. 
rue on of a whole matter is, that 
e tax upon lettersand pa should be pai 
those who receive chemi at m7 | 
Mr. CHANDLER. Will my honorable friend 
from ere allow me to make a remark? 
Mr. BARRY. With pleasure. 
Mr. CHANDLER. { believe that my desire | 





former occasion, when | am sure | had not 
the pleasure of having my friend for an auditor, | 
that the conveyance of all the letters between the 
mercantile portions of the Union—for instance 
between Baltimore and Boston—can be done for 
one cent each letter. But, that the system of | 
mails may be kept up, I have said that the mer- 
cantile portion of the community should submit | 
to this tax of two hundred per cent. The gentle- 
man will perceive that this is our argument: that | 
for this purpose the man who sends a thousand 
letters per week would have to pay three cents on 
each of them, in order that persons who send only 
one or two letters may have the benefit of having 


| them conveyed for three cents each. 


Mr. BARRY. [I think that, as the Post Office 


Department is a system regularly established for 


| the benefit of the whole country, we cannotchange 


it, in the manner proposed, without destroying 
it; that we cannot allow one line, which pays 
well, to be monopolized for individual enterprise, 
and leave other lines of less importance to be en- 


| tirely dependent on themselves. 


Mr. CHANDLER. 
cuse one other remark ? 

Mr. BARRY. Certainly. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Itis this: that when we 
go one grade over beyond this tax we speedily 
induce the system of private carrying of letters 
along the coast for the purpose of saving postage. 
Besides, all the express companies deliver the 
packages sent by them sooner than the mails do. 
We should be cautious, therefore, not to tax too 


Will the gentleman ex- 


| much, lest we drive the people to resort to other | 


means, and lest we thus break down the whole | 
This is my doctrine. _| 

Mr. BARRY. The position assumed is this: 
that on lines where the postage is more than the | 
expenses, the rate of postage should be reduced; 
and that the minor lines, where they do not | 
collect postage enough to pay the expenses of 
carrying the mails, should be left to themselves. 
Why do not the gentlemen who advocate this 
system endeavor to apply it to the other branches 
of the Government? Why do they not extend 
the doctrine to the tariff of the United States? If | 
it were extended to the tariff, the customs paid by | 
Mississippi, which are perhaps between $500,000 | 
and $1,000,000, would be spent within her bor- | 
ders, and not lavished on the Atlantic and other 
States, by whom the tariff duties are not paid. | 
Notwithstanding the State of Mississippi contrib- 
utes largely to the Treasury of the United States, | 
the pay of her members of Congress is, perhaps, | 
more than all the money annually expended by | 
the Federal Government within her borders. If | 
it be unjust that any State should pay more to the 
Post Office Department than is spent for mail | 
facilities within her borders, it is equally unjust | 
that any State should pay into the Treasury more | 
than is spent by the Government in her limits. | 
Somewhat more is charged to Mississippi for mail | 
routes in the State—whether correctly or not I | 
shall not now inquire—and we are advised that 
we should be thankful that we are allowed so 
much more from the Department than we pay 
into it. 

This thirty or forty thousand dollars, by which | 
the expenses of the Department in our State are | 
said to exceed the postages, puts us under weighty | 
obligations; but no account is made of the half | 
million or more we annually pay into the Treas- | 
ury, of which we do not have $25,000 spent in the | 


State. The cities are anxious to dissolve the 
post office partnership with us, upon the slight- 
est snagenee that they pay a sixpence more than 
their absolute proportion, but quite willing to 
keep up another connection by which we pay and 
they spend. They do not desire that the States 
should contribute to the Federal expense in the | 
degree in which they receive the disbursements, | 
for that would quadruple their burdens, and dimin- 





ish even more pene se Federal patronage on 


which they thrive. 


sume? 

Mr. BARRY. Notwithstanding the much we 
pay and the little we receive from the Federal 
Government, if we ask a weekly horse mail, we 
are told that the Department spends more in our 
State thau the postages amount to, and the rev- 
enues of the Department ere appropriated to mails 
once, twice, and thrice, and four times a day upon 
the Atlantic sea-board. It is now ssaneaiiie 
make us pay for this monopoly, by which justice 
is denied us, in addition to paying the expenses 
of the Federal Government. These expenses 
come out of the consuming States in the form of 
a tariff, and if any addition to the expenses of the 
Government is made, it is paid in the same way, 
and by the same persons. 

If the Post Ofna Department is a burden upon 
the Treasury, it is simply adding to the burdens 
of those who now support the Government for 
the benefit of those who are exempt from them, 
and thus, those who shuffle off upon others their 
due share of the national support, desire also that 
their postage should be paid by others. There is 
no limit to the burdens which power and selfish- 
ness will impose upon the submissive and the 
weak. As soon as the idea is recognized as true, 
that a part of the postage of individuals should be 
paid by the Government, the same argument by 
which that fallacy is made popular will support 
with equal plausibility the doctrine that the Gov- 
ernment should pay all the postage, and that no 
tax should be allowed to fetter the unlimited dif- 
fusion of knowledge. This plan is most agree- 
able to those who have the largest correspondence, 
and who will contribute least to the Treasury to 
pay for the expenses of the Post Office Department. 

t 1s a system devised to monopolize all benefits 
and escape all burdens. 

The gentleman from New York, (Mr. Haven, 
in discussing the subject the other day, boast 
that New York paid into the Post Office Depart- 
ment $350,000 more than her mail expenditures. 
But the gentleman forgot to tell you there was a 
line of mail steamers from New York to Liver- 
pool, for which $850,000 are paid out of the United 
States Treasury. 

Mr. FLAVEN, (interrupting.) I beg my friend 
from Mississippi to bear in mind that I took that 
fact into due consideration; and every letter which 
the State of Mississippi, or Louisiana, or an 
other southern State sends abroad, finds its exit 
through the port of New York; and every return 
letter which comes back in reply, ain: hes its 
terminus at that place. That line, then, is estab- 
lished not for our letters alone, but for yours also; 
for the letters of the whole Union. 

Mr. BARRY. Yes, sir; but where we get one 
letter, you get ten thousand; and, in addition, you 
have the benefitof the terminus of the line at that 
port. That isa great benefitto New York; if it is 
not, make the terminus at some other city. Pro- 
pose this, and you will soon see a * civil insurrec- 
tion’ there. Irepeat, propose to make any other 
port the terminus, and listen if New York does not 
complain that the change would deprive her of a 
great benefit. Transfer it to Baltimore, Phila- 
delphia, or New Orleans, and you will quickly 
hear the argument that the line is of more impor- 
tance to New York than to all the Union besides. 

The gentleman forgot also to tell you that the 
San Francisco line terminates at New York, and 
therefore one half of the cost of that line ($850,000) 
should be charged to New York, and to that the 
Bremen and Southampton line, also starting from 
New York, at a cost of $400,000 or $500,000, and 
it seems to me that the gentleman’s boast of the 
New York surplus is disposed of. Four hundred 
and twenty-five thousand dollars for the Califor- 
pia line, $850,000 for the Collins line, and some 
$400,000 (the precise amount I do not remember 

| for the Bremen line, make a total of $1,675,000, 
which is to be charged to New York, and from 
| which the vaunted surplus of $350,000 is to be 


the gentlemen from Bos- || deducted, leaving $1,325,000 deficit in the post 


ton, New York, and Philadelphia desire, upon | office account of the State of New York. They 
what they esteem principles of justice, to monop- | 


olize all the profits of the Post Office Department, 


all add to the wealth and commerce of New York, 
_ and foster that centralization of trade there which, 


and receive from it every cent they pay into it, || hardly less than the marvelous facilities of her 
let them mete out to Mississippi, and other con- || position, has contributed to her unrivaled growth 


vanes States of the West and South, in the way |, and prosperity. 


of Federal patronage, all that those States pa 
into the National Treasury. C 


Mr. CHANDLER. Do we not pay twenty 





If justice were done, the benefit 
| of these lines would be divided, and other cities 
| permitted to share advantages which are appropri- 
| ated by one at the expense of all. 
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In discussing the subject some days since, the | 
gentleman from New York {Mr. Haven] ascribed 
to New York and New Orleans the postage paid | 
at those two places upon through letters and | 
papers, though there are not five miles of that | 
whole line, fifteen hundred miles or more in length, | 
in either of those States; and all the expense of | 
transportation is ascribed to 
States. So New York collects the ocean postage, 
and it makes a part of her surplus. 
come to deduct those New York ocean contracts | 
from the surplus which the northern States pay to | 
the Post Office Department, and which the south- | 
ern do not pay, it is almost absorbed; and the | 
State and city of New York, which have yielded | 
such a surplus, and on account of which they are 
clamorous for cheaper postage, are the State and | 
city of the Union which enjoy the preeminence | 
of being more deeply indebted to the Post Office 
Sees than any other. | 

hia system of ocean steamers, and postage 
reduced below the actual cost of transportation, 
is unjust in the lastdegree; weought to come back | 
to sound principles, that we may escape the 
scourge of taxation to supply the Cictint made 
upon the Treasury for post office expenses, and 
that millions may not be annually squandered 
wpon foreign mail lines, while there are portions 
of the countries denied the most indispensable | 
mail facilities.“ Information must fly through the | 
commercial sections on wings of fire and light- | 
ning, while it creeps through the agricultural re- | 
gions so slugglishly and periodically us hardly to | 
preserve vitality. 

Let extremes be avoided; neither make the 
Post Office a source of revenue, nor make it the | 
cause of taxation; let each man who receives a 
letter or paper through the mail pay his full share | 
of the expense of transporting it; let the Depart- | 
ment be administered with rigid, yet wise econ- | 
omy; let the postages of the country be reduced 
as low as will pay expenses, and let the burden 
of the Department fall on those who make use of | 
it, and not upon the citizen who shares none of 
its benefits. 

The argument that the reduction of postage 
is lightening the burdens of the masses is most 
fallacious, if the amount of the reduction is to 
come out of the Treasury. You only change the 
object of taxation; you shift the burded from one 
citizen to another; you abandon the simple, nat- 
ural mode that he who getsa benefit shall pay for 
it at the time, and transfer the payment to a de- 
partment of the Government which must use the 
expensive and dilatory machinery of tariffs. Who 
Write most letters, and receive most newspa- 
pers? Not the poor and needy, but the rich and 
opulent? For one letter written by a man to whom 
the postage is an object, nutidrede and thousands 
are written by those-to whom postage is an insig- 
Nificant item. Correspondence is mainly used 
by those to whom it is an instrument of lucrative 
busiriess, or a luxury of social leisure. The 
merthants of New York write more letters than 
all the “ servant girls,”? whose joys and sorrows 
gre described as finding relief and vent in episto- 
lary intercourse, in the whole Union. 

ut the taxes by which you will pay for this 
pone are levied on the poor of the country. 
The tariff, we know, collects its impositions from 





the intermediate | 


When you 





the labor of the country rather than from its 
property. No citizen so humble as not to con- 
sumeé those articles on which revenue has been 
raised, or whose price has been enhanced by ex- 
eluding the competition of the foreign manu- 
facturer. Some men write no letters, and receive 
ho papers; but all, even the paupers in the poor 

Ouse, consume those articles which are taxed. 
While those who use the mails pay all the ex- 
pense of carrying them, the weight falls mainly 
u the wealth of the country; but when the 

overnment pays the postage, it falls chiefly upon 
the labor of the people. For one dollar of relief 
afforded to the poor, ten will be afforded to the rich. 
The scheme is the offspring of the wealthy com- 
mercial classes, notof the poor or the agricultural. 
It ig favorable to the manufacturer and merchant, 
but unjust to the farmer and the laborer. It 
tends to enrich the town and impoverish the 
country. It fosters centralization by making 
the General Government the dispenser of national 
bounty. [t affords an excuse and a necessity for 
continuing a higher tariff than would otherwise be 
requisite; and perhaps all the advocates of a pro- 
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tective tariff will be found supporting the doctrine i the whole mail system, 


for that reason. 
I recapitulate: there is no obligation upon the | 


Government to transport the letters and papers of || 


individuals at less than the actual cost; and it is 
unjust to cast upon all, the expense of that which | 
is * private benefit to a smaller number; that it is | 
unwise to spend millions on ocean mail lines | 
while portions of the country are denied neces- 
sary facilities; that the Post Office Department 
should be economically conducted, and the post- 


ages should be graduated to the lowest price that || 


will meet the expenses of the Department. 
Mr. SMITH, of Virginia, obtained the floor. 
Mr. HOUSTON. Is the morning hour out? 
TheSPEAKER. Thereare about five minutes 
remaining. 


Mr. HOUSTON. 


hole on the state of the Union. 
Mr. SMITH. 


ment?”’ 
Itcomes to that at last; and gentlemen will have 
to Jook at it, in my judgment, in that view alone. 


Now, will this Government undertake to pay the | 
expenses of the Post Office Department, or will it | 
require those who use that Department to do it? | 


I shall not undertake to discuss that proposition 
at this time. 
posed to enlarge on the point, because every gen- 


tleman who hears me is as competent to pass on | 


it as myself. 


The particular proposition before us is for the | 
increase of newspaper postage, and that object | 


only. The express companies have the power to 


transport newspapers, and there is, of conse- | 


quence, a direct issue between them and the Gov- | 
ernment. The gentleman on the other side says 

that expresses can, and will, transport the public | 
mails cheaper than the Government. Then, here | 
is a trial between them. The expresses now have 

the power to transport the newspaper mail. This | 
bill proposes to increase their strength by aug- | 
menting the postage. Here, then, isa fair issue and | 
fair test. If the expresses can carry the newspa- | 
per mails cheaper than the Government, the con- | 
clusion is plain that the expresses will have all | 
the carriage. By the passage of the bill, the gen- | 
tleman will have the direct experiment made. | 

Mr. CHANDLER. The Government will lose 
then so much more revenue by the loss of the | 
revenue from newspaper postage; and, according 
to the gentleman’s argument, we must augment 
letter postage. 

Mr. SMITH. No,sir. The effect would be | 
to establish the superiority of private expresses, 
and help to do away with Government agency. 
| want to see the demonstration, and this measure | 
will help gentlemen’s theories to their proper 
trial. Now, the question with the committee is, 
whether it will adopt this proposition when the 
important result is a test of theory. Why, sir, if | 
I had no other reason for voting in favor of this | 
bill, it would be for the fact that it is calculated | 
to present the issue strongly to the country, | 
whether the Government or private expresses can | 
transport the public mails cheapest. Why not | 
support it then? We ought to go forit. It con- | 
templates nothing in the world but an increase of | 
the rates of postage on the newspapers of the | 
country. If private expresses, I repeat, can oo 
the mails cheaper than the Government, they will | 
have the carriage of the whole of the mail matter. | 
Then there will be no burden on the people. 

The gentleman manifestly has reference te the 
city circulation; but I tell him that, even according 
to his view of the subject, he ought to go for the 
bill. If his position be correct, that private ex- 
presses can carry the mails cheaper than the Goy- 
ernment, then by increasing the rates of pa. 
on newspapers he will get the monopoly in the 
hands of those expresses, and the increased cir- 
culation of the city press is secured. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I desire to state that the 
gentleman does not misrepresent my argument at 
all as regards the carrying by express cheaper 
than by the Government; but if we do away with 
the prolific and profitable operations, you dry up 
the resources of the Government towards aidi 
the extremities, and thereby greatly help to destroy 





I hope the gentleman will | 
ive way for us to go into the Committee of the | 


1 would prefer to go on now. | 
The first question for this House to consider in | 
connection with this bill is, ** Shall this Govern- | 
ment bear the expenses of the Post Office Depart- | 


The time is short, and I am not dis- | 





which the gentleman 


seems desirous to sustain. 
Mr. SMITH. We dry up the resources ae. 
cording to the gentleman, on newspaper tans. 


| portation. 


Mr. CHANDLER. Yes, sir. 

Mr. OLDS. Let me explain this point. The 
gentleman from Pennsylvania makes the point, tha: 
in consequence of the increase of the rate of post. 
age on newspapers, the expresses of the coun 
would carry the newspapers. Now, the fact ig 
precisely this: You have no law prohibiting th. 


|| carrying of newspapers outside of the mails ag 


ou have prohibiting such carriage of letters 
he expresses carry newspapérs now when jt js 
profitable to do so; but the moment the transpor. 


| tation of newspapers becomes unprofitable, jt js 


turned over tothe Government. The Governmen, 
does not carry the newspapers from New York 
to Washington. They do not come through the 
mails, but they are delivered to readers here jy 
this city by the express, and why? Because the 
Government charges just as nash for a newspa- 
per from the city of New York to Washington 
as it does from New York to San Francisco. The 
express finds it profitable upon the short routes 
to carry newspapers, but upon those routes where 
it becomes unprofitable the Government must ste 
in and take the burden. It is that of which we 
complain. Now, the gentleman makes an argu. 
ment of this kind, that in consequence of carrying 
these newspapers you do not get anything more 
for the transportation of the mails. It is not true 
in fact, although it is true for the time being, 
Every four years you have a reletting of the mail 
service, and those who are employed are paid for 
the amount of service to be performed. If they 
take a contract for transporting six tons of mails, 
and you take five tons of newspapers out, they 
will not charge for carrying one ton‘as they do 
for six. It only operates for the time being, and 
therefore the argument of the gentleman does not 
hold good. 

Mr. SMITH, of Virginia. The gentleman 
from Pennsylvania (Mr. CHanDLeR] objects to 
the passage of the bill because it increases the 
burden upon the newspaper circulation. Is that 
the ground of the gentleman’s objection? The 
gentleman turns round and says, that private ex- 
presses will carry the newspaper mail cheaper 
than the Government. Private expresses have 
now the power to do it. How does the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania reconcile these inconsistent 
propositions ? 

Mr. CHANDLER. Easily. Private expresses 
carry newspapers between the large cities, and thus 
absorb a great amount of income from this souree, 
leaving the burden upon the country press alone. 

Mr. SMITH. I thank the gentleman for his 
care of the country. I represent a rural district 
to some extent, and I am happy to say that | am 
willing to take the burden proposed this bill. 
I do not apprehend any difficulty. The genile- 
man may have private expresses to carry his mail 
if he chooses; but I support this bill because t 
embodies a great truth, and puts the burden for 
ae carrying of newspapers where it ought to be 

aced. 

Mr. WENTWORTH. [If the gentleman from 
Virginia [Mr. Smiru] has some considerable time 
left yet, | would suggest that he defer finishing 
his remarks till to-morrow, so that we may g° 
into Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. SMITH. As it is a question touching 
newspaper postage, I had some desire to speak 
still further upon the general question, and runs 

arallel between this country and England, show- 
ing the error of the distinguished gentleman from 
Pennsylvania, [Mr. Cuanpi#k.} But | will not do 
it now, under the circumstances. {[ will reserve 
what I desire to say further until to-morrow. 

Mr. WENTWORTH. I move, then, that the 
House resolve itself into the Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union. 

The motion was to. 


RIVER AND HARBOR BILL. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into the 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union, 
(Mr, McMuuuuw in the chair, and resumed the 
consideration eee bill (No. 329) end 
we 8 e repair, preservation, 
completion of certain pu lice orks heretofore 
comménced under the authority of law. 
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THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 








The CHAIRMAN. The question before the 
tee is on the amendment of the gentleman 


r 


ymmt } 
feat Virginia [Mr. Lercuer] to the amendment || 
of he gendeman from Louisiana, (Mr. Jonegs,] 
which is to strike out the appropriation of $100 | 
in the amendment, and insert in lieu thereof | 
$102,400. 
" Mr. RICHARDSON took the floor. | 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair would inform 
the gentleman from Illinois that debate is not in | 
order on the proposition now before the committee. | 

Mr. RICHARDSON. 
marks made by me yesterday. 
half a minute. 

The CHAIRMAN. 
unanimous consent. - 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Then I ask the unani- || 
mé@&s consent of the committee to allow me to 
make the explanation I desire. 

General assent was expressed. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I misunderstood the | 
extent of the remarks of the gentleman from Lou- || 
isiana [Mr. Jones] on yesterday. The extent to |! 
which the doctrine of Mr. Madison went to which | 
I referred, was this: That the Government could || 
not construct works of improvement inside of a 
State without the consent of the State. 

Mr. LETCHER. I beg leave to remark, that 
that proves conclusively we have one more Dem- | 
ocrat among us. [{Laughter.] 

Mr. WENTWORTH, of Illinois, took "the 
floor. 

Mr. JONES, of Louisiana. Will the gentleman 
from Illinois yield me the floor for a moment? 
The CHAIRMAN. The Chair begs leave to 

inform gentlemen that debate is not in order. 

Mr. JONES. 1 ask the unanimous consent of 
the House to make a single remark. 

General assent was expressed. 

Mr. JONES. I merely desire to state, that 
what I meant to say yesterday, was precisely what 
the gentleman from Iilinois [Mr. Ricnarpson] has 
stated this morning. It was, that when the Gen- | 
eral Government has power to make internal im- || 
provements in a State—and I believe it has, in 
some cases—it should certainly make them with | 
the consent of the State. 

Mr. LETCHER. I now withdraw my amend- | 
ment to the amendment. 

The question recurred on Mr. Jones’s amend- 
ment; which was read, as follows: 

For continuing the improvements on the raft on Red {| 
river, $100. .4nd be it further enacted, That the joint res- || 
olution entitled “A resolution explanatory of the act ap- | 
propriating money for the removal of the raft on Red river,” || 
approved January 7, 1853, be, and the same is hereby, re- || 
pealed; and that the Secretary of the Department of War || 
be authorized to expend the appropriation in reference to || 
the Red river raft in such a way, and for such purposes, as 
be may approve, having in view the improvement of the | 
navigation of said river in and around the said raft. 

Mr. WENTWORTH, of Illinois. I call for | 
tellers on the amendment. 

Tellers were ordered; and Messrs. Harris, of 
Alabama, and Cox, were appointed. 

The question was then taken; and the tellers 
reported—ayes 73, noes 42; no quorum voting. 

The roll was then called, the committee rose, | 
and the Speaker having resumed the chair, the 
Chairman of the‘committee reported that the Com- 
mittee of the Whole on the state of the Union 
had, according to order, had the Union generall 
under consideration, and particularly House bill 
No. 392, and having found itself without a quo- 
rum, had ordered the roll to be catled, and direct- 
ed him to report the facts to the House, together | 
with the names of the absentees. 

The following is the list of absentees: 


Messrs. James C. Allen, Appleton, Ashe. David J. i- 
ley, Ball, Bell, Benton, Binsell Bocock, Drectarttes. 
Caskie, Chase, Chastain, Chrisman,Clingman, Cook, Cul. 
lom, Cumming, Curtis, Dawson, Dent, De Witt, Dowdell, 
Drum, Dunbar, Dunbam, Etheridge, Ewing, Faulkner 
Flagler, Fuller, Gamble, Goode, Goodrich, Greenwood, | 
Grey, Hamilton, Andrew J. Harlan, Hendricks, Hunt, | 

| 
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{ desire to explain re- 
It will take but 


It can only be done by | 


} 
| 
' 
} 


| 


| 
| 


i 
j 


| 
| 
| 


i 
' 
| 


George W. Jones, J. Gilancy Jon@, Kurtz 

McNair, Mace, Maxweil, “Meacham, Joan G.’ Miter 
Smith Miller, Peck, Bishop Perkins, Phelps, Pringle, Mid- 
dle, Simmons, Singleton, William R. Smith, Alexander H. 
Stephens, Tracy, Walbridge, Warren, Witte, and Hendrick | 
B. Wright, 

One hundred and sixty-eight members having 
answered to their names, the House again resolved | 
itself into the Committee of the Whole on thestate | 
of the Union, (Mr. McMoutn in the chair,) and | 
resumed the consideration of the river and harbor 


bill; the . din qu ti hieiet upon the ad . 


| hends my motion. 


| Department and officers in charge of the works 


‘| at $250,000. 
| while I read an extract from the report of Colonel 
| Long, who, I believe, is the officer in charge of | 


of the amendment offered by Mr. Jones, of Louis- | 
iana, upon which tellers had been ordered. 

Mr. HAVEN. I rise to inquire whether it is 
in order to offer a substitute for the pending 
amendment? 

The CHAIRMAN. It is not. 

The question was taken on Mr. Jones’s amend- 
ment; and the tellers reported—ayes 74, noes 59. 
So the amendment was adopted. 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois. 
amend the fifteenth line of the bill. 

The CHAIRMAN. That part of the bill has 
been passed, and it is not now in order to revert, 

Mr. WASHBURNE. I thoughtthatit wasin 
order to amend any portion of a section before we 
have passed to the section succeeding. 

The CHAIRMAN. It isnot in order to turn 
back to amend any portion of the bill which has 
been-passed. The Clerk is reading the bill by 
paragraphs for amendment. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I move an addition to 
the section, as follows: 

For the improvement of the Des Moines rapids, in the 
Mississippi river, $232,000. 


The CHAIRMAN. 


I move to 


Is there in existence any 


| law authorizing the appropriation ? 


Mr. RICHARDSON. There is. In the bill 
now under consideration there is an appropria- 
tion of $18,000 for the same improvement. I wish 
the appropriation to be increased to the estimates 
of the Department. 

The CHAIRMAN, Inwhat portion of the bill | 


| is the $18,000 appropriation ? 


Mr. RICHARDSON. 
teenth lines. 

The CHAIRMAN. That portion of the bill 
having been passed, the amendment is not in 
order. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. The Chair misappre- 
I do not move to strike out 
the $18,000 appropriation, but only to add to the 
section an appropriation for the improvement of | 
the Des Moines rapids of $232,000 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will confine 
gentlemen, in submitting amendments, strictly to 
the provisions of the rule. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I shall not go outside 
of the rule. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will entertain | 
the propositien of the gentleman from Illinois, 
[Mr. Ricnarpson.] 


Mr. RICHARDSON. 
lowing amendment: 

For continuing the improvement of the Des Moines 
rapids, in the Mississippi river, $232,000. 


I understand it was the avowed purpose of the 
committee to report such appropriations as the 


ln the twelfth and thir- 


I offer, then, the fol- 


recommend for the continuation of those works. 

The officers in charge of the work in question es- | 

timate the amount necessary for its completion 
I ask the attention of the committee 


this work. It is to be found in the third part of 
the message and accompanying documents for 


| 1853 and 1854: 


The cost of improving the Des Moines rapids by the 
adoption of the method of sluice navigation, as estimated 
by Colonel Lee, is as follows, viz : 

Blasting and removing 94,811 cubic yards of rock, at $2, 
$191,622. 

I am inclined to think that the estimated qaantity just | 
state2, is somewhat short of the amount required fora sluice | 
having a clear width of 200 feet, and would accordingly as- | 
sume for the amountin round numbers, excavation required, 
100,000 cubie yards, which would give for the probable cost | 
of the work of blasting, &c., at $2 per cubic yard, 


200,000 || with the completion of the work in accordance 


with the original estimates, and in accordance 


| 

To which should be added, on acecount of hin- 

drances and unavoidable interruptions, including 

buoys, chains, anchors, &c., at least twenty-five 
PCF CONL., VIZ. cccsveccscevescssnscsccesconsasss 800 


I desire to say that it is utterly impossible to | 
benefit the navigation of that portion of the river | 
by an appropriation of $18,000. 
ment is to make the improvement so as to benefit 
the nayigation of: the river at that point, they | 
ought to have the money asked by the officer hav- | 
ing the work in charge. 1 do not undertake, nor | 
shall 1 undertake, to say, that $25,000 will com- | 


| work. 


If the Govern- || 


1657 
Mr. WENTWORTH. Page 228 gives the 
entire estimate as my colleague gives Hn. But if 
you turn to the 220th page, you will there find 
what the Department thought necessary for a 
single year. In that page the Department calls 
for $18,000 for this purpose. 

Mr. HENN. 1 wish toask the gentleman from 
Illinois, whether or not that estimate of $18,000 
contemplated working on’y on one place at the 
rapids, and whether it is not competent for the 
engineer to work at half a dozen ora dozen places 
at the same time? 

Mr. WENTWORTH. It is left entirely to 
the discretion of the Secretary of War and the 
engineer. The work was begun under one Ad- 
ministration, and we propose to complete it under 
this Administration. It is understood that the 
topographical corps does not belong to any politi- 
cal party, or to any local party, and they have no 
object in view except to carry out the services 
confided to them. 

Mr. HENN. That is not the point to which 
I wished to call the attention of the gentleman 
from Illinois. It is this: that ifa sufficient amount 
be appropriated the work can be carried on along 
the whole line of the obstructions, and thereby 
the work can be performed in one year instead of 
its consuming ten years, 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois. I propose 
to amend the amendment of my colleague, as fol- 
lows: P 


Provided, That said sum shail be expended under the 
direction of the Secretary of War, in prosecuting said im- 
provement according to the plan of Colonel R. E, Lee. 


W hen I was cut off in my remarks yesterday, 


|| [said | should move to increase the appropria- 


tion for the rapids in the upper Mississippi river, 
and I now desire to explain to the committee the 
precise situation of matters connected with this 
The first appropriation under which the 
survey of these rapids was made, was made in 
1837. The survey was made by Colonel Lee, 
one of the most a¢complished engineers in the 
United States service. He prepared his plans and 
made his estimates, and in an official document, 
which I hold here, he made a report which was 
approved by the engineering department of the 


| Government for the improvement of the Des 


Moines and Rock Island rapids.. His estimates, 


| prepared after a most thorough survey, are put 


down in his report which I have before me. e 
estimated $189,000 as the sum necessary to im- 
prove the Des Moines rapids, and $154,000 for 
the Rock River rapids, according to his plans and 
survey. ; 

This report has never been called in question; 
these estimates have never been invalidated, but 
the work has not been done as the engineer,pro- 
posed it should be done. T'wo years ago there 
was an appropriation of $100,000 made for the 
improvement of both these rapids. That appra- 
priation, as I stated yesterday, has been partially 
frittered away by aresurvey. One third of it— 
$33,000—as shown by the report here, bas al- 
ready been spent, for what purpose I know not, 
leaving $66,000 to be expended. 

Now, my colleague (Mr. Ricuarpson] has re- 
ferred to the estimate of one of the officers of the 
Government—an engineer—showing that this plan 
of Colonel Lee should be adopted; and showing the 
amount that Congress should appropriate for the 
accomplishment of this object. My other colleague 
[Mr. Wentworth] states here, in opposition to 
this, that there is another part of the report which 
calls for the appropriation of $18,000. That ap- 
propriation of $18,000, sir, I contend, is utterly 
inadequate to any useful purpose as connected 


with what common justice demands should be 
done, but it is for the purpose of making these new 
surveys which, I believe, are useless, and which 
may defeat the objects of the appropriation, We 
have surveys here made by accomplished men; 
and we have appropriations here recommended 
to us very recently, and by competent authority, 
and why not adopt them ? 

But let me say, as I said yesterday, that this plan 
of Colonel Lee is pronounced by all the steamboat 
men upon the river as the best which can be 
adopted. . I have in my hands a letter from one of 


plete the work; but, unless we have that amount, || the most experienced navigators upon that river, 


the officers in charge of the work can do but little 
good there. 


| Foing:t0 show that it should be adopted. His 


8 ab follows: 





Garena, Itiurnois, December 12, 1853. 
Dear Sir: In answer to your inquiries in relation to the 
improvement of the rapids of the Mississippi, Lean only say, 


SSS 
products at a cost for trans 
its full market value. 


Yours, respectfully, E. H. BEEBE. 


that I know of no feasible plan other than that reported by || Hon. E. B. Wasusurne, Washington City. 


Lieutenant, now Major R. E. Lee, to General Gratiot, Chief 
Engineer United States Army, in 1838. It is comprised in 
a report of the Secretary of War, Senate Document, No. 
139, of the Twenty-Fitth Congress, second session. Five 
years constant employment, in ai) stages of water, over this 
part of cur river, has confirmed me in the opinion, that it 


} 


| 


} 


is the only mode by which efficient and permanent “im- | 


provements”? ean be made. There is nota single change 


from the plans submitted by Major Lee that I could sug- | 


The channel requires the same work now that it did 
There has been no change, or likely to be for the 


rest. 
then. 


next filty years, ason both rapids the river flows over a | 


bed of limestone, cut up into pools. No better idea or de- 
scription of the nature of the obstructions, or what work is 


necessary to remove them, can be found than in Major | 
Lee’s details and maps. ‘The improvements, if made as he | 


has suggested, would place as great a depth of water over 
the channel as has been over many of the sand-bars above 
and below them this season, say four feet. ‘The surveys 
made this year are generally looked upon as being as use 

less as a resurvey of the Capitol would be,in order that 
members might ascertain its location. Time and money 
both wasted—cui bono. It has always seemed to me, that 
the pian of operating on both rapids at the same time, was in 

judicious. ‘The character of the work, submarine blasting, 
removing the debris, boulders, &c., being the same, similar 
boats, materials, tools, &c 
double the expense would be incurred in thus operating, 


and the ultimate loss to the Government or contractor, after || 


the completion of the work, (which, if prosecuted in ac 

cordance with Lee’s plan, would be permanent, requiring 
no repairs or alterations,) would be in the sale or disposal 
of two sets of boats, &c., instead of one. And should the 
Department persist in its present course, and attempt to 
operate by contract, would, as you will readily perceive, 
greatly increase the expense. We cannot expect to see 
much greater progress made than has been effected in the 
past two seasons. Unless the Departinent determines to 
take the werk in hand, and place it under charge of some 
efficient officer of the engineer, or some competent civil 

ian, I do not believe much more will be done than what 
has already been accomplished—defining the position of 
rocks and chains, the locality of which we are perfectly 
farniliar with, If Major Lee, for instance, could be placed 
in charge of these improvements, I believe they would be 
more effectually and economically prosecuted than by 
adopting any other course. [ name Major Lee, (having no 
personal acquaintance with him,) as,in my opinion, far 
better acquainted with the character of the obstructions, 
and the requisite means to be taken to remove them, than 
any other officer. 
ations should be commenced on the upper or Rock [sland 


are required; consequently | 


It has ever been my opinion, that oper- | 


rapids, for the following reasons: It will require a much | 


shorter time to improve them; the ‘chains’? are shorter, 
and the average of water deeper, there being generally 
twelve inches more water in the upper than jn that of the 
lower rapids. 


From this state of things arises the fact that there are no || 


facilities, other than those used by the steamboat and be- | 
longing to her used in transporting freight, consequently | 


any steamboat freighting from a port above them can only || 


transport the quantity of cargo in her hull and barges as will 
permit her safely to cross them. 


in additional cargo, and frequently to a much larger amount 
then all she could cross the rapids with, and after taking in 
a fuli load proceeds on to Montrose on the head of the 
loweg rapids, the master being well assured that he will 


his whole cargo to Kevkuk. 


with his steamboat, he can reship his freight and send for- 
ward his passengers to St. Louis on boats that are engaged 
in the ** Keokuk trade.”’ 


all of Minnesota, and what is the result? A steamboat 
cannot take in for any port in the section above named, 
a Jarger quantity of freight than she is enabled to cross the 


upper rapids with, although this may not be one fourth of 


her actual capacity, while on the lower rapids from facili- 
ties there offered, she has passed over to her all she can 
swim under, and which she may transport to the foot of the 
Rock Island rapids. Here, if she has more freight for ports 
above than she is enabled to go over with, she must either 
** double trip it,’ or store her freight. Theremoving of the 
obstructions on the upper rapids would open up for us un- 
interrupted navigation from Montrose to St. Anthony, a 
distance of six hundred miles, whereas, now a boat cannot 
transport her full tonnage but one hundred and fifty miles, 
say from Montrose to Davenport, and from thence to St. 
Anthony, four hundred and fifty miles, she can only 
transport the quantity she can “ go over ”’ the upper rapids 
with. You are, however, too familiar with all these facts 
for me to enlarge upon them, and give in detail all the in- 
conveniences that we who reside above the rapids are sub- 
jected to. Any person familiar with the commercial usages 
of the country above the rapids, is aware that ‘‘] have as 
much freight as I can cross the rapids with,’’is a sufficient 
and valid reason for not taking freight, although it might be 
in a situation where it would totally lost or destroyed 
were it not shipped upon the boat then ‘‘refusing”’ it for this 
sole reason. is estimated, (and I think it not high,) that 
no less than $15,000 has been lost during the present season 
by sinking, ee preene and detention of boats. On the 
upper rapids last vt should think $20,000 would not 
more than cover the losses. When I assure youthat thirty 
dollars per ton has been paid on merchandise from St. 
Louis to Galena this fall, which, had the rapids been im- 
proved, would have been transported for from eight to ten 
doltiars, you can readily understand that it is a matter of 
some importance to the whole country above the rapids to 
see this work ng, the obstructions ‘removed, and 
a free highway opened up to a southern market for our 


But so soon as shearrives | 


at Rock Island or Davenport she can then commence taking || sippi river. allthe money that is necessary for that | 
; s 


Do it now, the gentleman would say, | 


Now, apply this state of facts to || 
freight destined for ports above St. Clair, (head of upper || 
rapids,) say a large part of [llinois, lowa, Wisconsin, and || 


| purpose? 


|| ations for that great river. 
find a sufficient number of “ rapids Jighters ’’ to transport || 5 


Should the water be so | 
low on the “ rocks so high”? as to prevent him crossing | 


'| plicable to the other. 
| The question was then taken upon Mr. Wasn- | 
| BURNE’s amendment to the amendment, and it was | 








tofore expended may be wasted and frittered 
away in the manner | have suggested, by new 
experiments and resurveys. Let us make this 


| appropfiation, as estimated for by Colonel Long, 
| and that, according to the proviso which | have 


sent to the Clerk’s desk, this work shall be done 
according to the plan of Colonel Lee, and then we 
will have an improvement so long neglected and 
which the interests of the West and of the whéle 
country imperatively demand. 

Mr. EASTMAN. In reference to the expen- 


_diture of this money, [I desire to ask the gentle- 


man from Illinois if there has been a single rock 
removed ? 


Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois. I would 


| answer the gentleman by stating what I yester- 
| day said on this floor, that not a single rock has 


been removed from the channel, nor a single ob- 
struction taken away. 
[Here the hammer fell.] 


Mr. WENTWORTH, of Illinois. I will only 


say, in reply tothe remafks of my colleague, that 
if we adopt the course he proposes, in order to do 
justice to every other work in this bill, we should 
zo back and revise the whole estimates, and all 
the appropriations; and add to them the total 
amount of all the works in this bill, so asto com- 
plete them all in one single year. The same 


| argument, which the gentleman uses in reference 


to this work, in which I feel as much interest as 
my colleague does, will equally apply to every 
item in the bill. 


Mr. WASHBURNE. Does not the gentle- 


'man know that this amount of money can be 


expended in one season,-and that every dollar 


of it should be expended in one season? Does 
_he not know that there is.no use in going to 


great expense in obtaining machinery suitable 
and necessary for this work, one year, and letting 


| it rot down, before another appropriation can be 
| made by another Congress? Why not make the 
| whole appropriation now, while it is wanted, and 
not render it necessary to come and ask for 

| another appropriation ? 


Mr. WENTWORTH. I will answer the gen- 
tleman’s question by asking another. Why notgive 
at once, for the improvement of the whole Missis- 
and not come to Congress again, asking appropri- 
harbors, and finish them now, this year? 
That is all I have to say. 


not agreed to. 
The question recurred upon Mr. RicHarpson’s 


| amendment. 

Mr. MILLSON. I move to reduce the amount | 
contained in the amendment of the gentleman | 
from Illinois [Mr. Ricuarpson] to one dollar. | 
I think, sir, after the vote just taken, that it is | 
evident the House will not adopt the amendment | 


of the gentleman from Illinois. But I take this 


| occasion to say a word or two in relation to this 
| bill, and the general system of appropriations | 
As a member of the Committee | 
/on Commerce which reported this bill, it is per- | 
haps my duty to do so. “donot mean to present | 


embodied in it. 


any constitutional difficulties. That would be but 
a waste of ammunition. But I do desire to call 
the attention of the committee, and of the whole 
public, if [ could, to some of the details—the 
objects sought to be accomplished by this bill. 
Really, sir, it would seem to be a scheme by 
which men undertake to remedy the imperfections 
of Providence, Every little stream cannot be con- 
verted into a wide and deep river. Every little 
town cannot becomea great commercial emporium. 

But, the gentleman from Illinois, [Mr. Ricn- 
ARDSON,] in urging his amendment, asked, why 
not appropriate the whole amount estimated by 
the De ent? The gentleman seems to have 
fallen into two errors. No larger amount has been 
asked for as proper to be appropriated at this 
time than that stated in the bill; and, in the next 


Why.not take all the | 
The | 


same argument applies to the one case that is ap- | 
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| submitted to us by the Administration. 
Now, sir, unless we go forward and make this friends of the Administration remember 
| improvement, every dollar which has been here- 


_ under any recommendation from the De 
| I repeat, that the Secretary of War has s 


| It is true that certain officers in charge 


July 12, 
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portation of something less than place, the Department has made no estimates Upon 


the subject. 


This bill is not founded upon any estimates 
= the 
e . . t i 

voting for this bill, they cannot shelter themsdlrn 
partment, 
ubmitted 
vements, 
Of these 


no estimates for river and harbor impro 


|improvements have made certain reports to the 


| War Department, and that these reports 


been transmitted to this House by the an 


of War. But the Administration have asked no 


| appropriation for river and harbor improvements. 
, 


nor has the Department sent any estimates of its 


_own for that purpose. We have nothing befor 


us but the reports of the officers in. charge of thle 
works. And yet gentlemen constantly refer to 


| them as the estimates of the Department. 


Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois. Do I under. 
stand the gentleman from Virginia to say that the 


| Department has sent us no estimates for the im. 


provement of rivers and harbors? 
Mr. MILLSON. The gentleman understands 
me correctly. 


Mr. WASHBURNE. Then I would suggest 


that if these are not authorized estimates of the 


| 


Department, we have nothing but the reports of 
those officers to depend on, and that we had better 


| jadge for ourselves what appropriations are pe. 


| cessary to accomplish the objects of this bill, 


Mr. MILLSON. It is true that these officers 


| estimate the whole cost of this work at $250,000, 





|| gation. 


| but they do not recommend that this whole amount 
| should be appropriated at once. 


All they suggest 
as proper to be spent on this work during the 
coming year is $18,000. This bill would swell to 
most enormous proportions, if the whole sum 


_ necessary to complete each of the works for which 
| appropriations are asked should be voted at once. 


But, sir, my chief object was to show how many 


| of these appropriations had grown from very small 
| beginnings, and how utterly disproportioned are 
| the vast sums now ascertained to be necessary for 
| the completion of the work to the insignificant 
| amounts first granted. But my time has so nearly 
| expired that I cannot now do so. 


Here the hammer fell. 


Mr.CAMPBELL. The honorable gentleman 


| from Virginia threatens us again with the Admin- 


istration. He notifies this House that if they 
make these appropriations, they will place them- 
selves in conflict with the position assumed by the 
President. 

Mr. MILLSON. I said nothing of the kind. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. Well, sir, the gentleman 
said that we need not expect to shelter ourselves 
under the authority of the Administration. Now, 
I think we have had enough of intimations of this 
kind; from time to time threats have been thrown 
out of Executive vetoes. Sir, I deem it the duty 


of this House to do its legislation without being 


influenced by the fear of vetoes, and without being 
controlled in any way by any objections of the 
White House. 

The first question for us to decide is, whether 
these improvements are a Ought they 
to be made? Secondly, we should inquire what 
amounts of money, under all the circumstances 
surrounding the case, ought to be appropriated 
now. Two hundred and fifty thousand dollarsis 
the amount which has been estimated as necessary 
to complete the work of clearing out the rapids in 
the Mississippi for eighteen miles in length, 80 a8 
to make a channel two hundred feet wide, of # 
sufficient depth to answer the purposes of navi- 
This is the amount estimated by the 
Department. 

ut it is intimated by-a gentleman of the Com- 
mittee on Commerce that you cannot expend more 
than $18,000. By what authority does sri, wot 
tleman assume that you cannot expend more tha 
$18,000 on the rapf@s, which are eighteen miles it 
length ? 

ow, as to the matter of pengrg 6 Does the 
gentleman undertake to say that if he, wanted to 
construct a house, and had plenty of money to d0 
it, that if it were important to have a place In 
which he and his family could reside, —— 
begin by this putting out money enoug 
the cellar and build the foundation walls, then the 
next 


get the materials on the ground, 
allow three, four, five, or six years to go by 
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sore he had completed it? Would he not rather, in | 


the management of his individual affairs, if he | 


had the means, build his residence at once? 


xind, when you have the means, the most economt- 
cal mode is to push it at once to completion ? 
We have a Treasury full to overflowing. It was 
huta few days ago we voted $10,000,000 for the 
surpose of securing the right of way for a south- 
ern railroad. That was the great purpose of the 
appropriation, and all must admit it. Yes, sir, 
$10 000,000 was appropriated ; yet, when $232,000 
is asked for an important improvement in the 
Northwest, to aid in the development of its great 
resources, we are told that it is not proper to ap- 

ropriate that amount. 

Here the hammer fell.] 

Mr. MILLSON, by unanimous consent, with- 
drew his amendment. 

Mr. HENN. I offer the following amendment: 

For continuing the improvement of the Rock Island 
rapids, $123,620. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there any existing law 
authorizing the appropriation? 

Mr. HENN. There is. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will state that, 
for the purpose of saving time, he will expect 
every gentleman offering amendments, when called 


on, to exhibit the law authorizing appropriations || 


asked for. 

Mr. HENN. I refer the Chair to the river and 
harbor bill of 1852 for the authorization of this 
amendment. 

The amount of the amendment, Mr. Chairman, 
is what has been estimated by the report which I 
have in my hand for the completion of the im- 

rovement of the upper rapids. 

Mr. SMITH, of Virginia. I rise to a question 
of order. I would inquire whether single appro- 


Does | 
he not know that to make an improvement of any | 





sriations for certain purposes, without a previous | 


aw authorizing the improvements, are laws within 
the rule? 

Mr. WENTWORTH, of Illinois. The amend- 
ment is merely a duplicate of the appropriation 
now in the bill for the same improvement. 

Mr. HENN. If the original item be in order, 
my amendment is also in order. 

Mr. WENTWORTH. Having passed that 
appropriation for the improvement of the Rock 
river rapids, is the gentleman’s amendment in 
order? 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair decides that 
propositions for appropriations authorized by ex- 
siting law are in order. In this case the Chair 
understands appropriations have been made for 
these rapids. 

Mr. HENN. My amendment stands on pre- 
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The CHAIRMAN. 


Yes, sir. 


Mr. SMITH. But if, through inattention, it | 
should be entertained and adopted, it would legit- | 


imatize any future appropriations. 

The CHAIRMAN. § 
fect of the decision of the Chair. 

Mr. HENN. I offer this amendment for the 
reason that | wish to complete the improvement 
of these rapids immediately. 
all western men that there are upwards of fifty 
steamers plying up and down these rapids. Not 
one man out of a hundred in the eastern States is 
aware of the immense amount of commerce at 
this point. Last year there were no less than 
three steamboats wrecked upon these rapids; and 
estimating that the ships and their cargoes would 
be worth $50,000 each, we have here a loss in the 
aggregate of $150,000. If we go on and appro- 
priate only $18,000 a year, it will take ten years 
to complete the improvement at these rapids, and, 
in the mean time, we shall have a loss accruing to 
the community, judging from present experience, 
of a million and a half of dollars at least. 

The people of the western States interested in 
commerce upon the Mississippi river have been 
denied for twenty years the same benefit that the 
people of the eastern States have enjoyed from the 
improvements made in their rivers and harbors. 
The losses which have accrued at these rapids, for 
which an appropriation is now asked, have been 
more than enough twice over in amount to have 
completed the improvement so necessary at that 
point of the river. I hope that when we are 
making appropriations we will make them to 
some effect, as the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. 
Wasnesurne] very justly remarked a few min- 
utes ago. You just appropriate enough to sup- 
port a certain class of officers to make surveys, 
and do nothing more. There is one place in the 

| rapids where | am confident a good practical man 
| would clear away the obstructions in less than 
twenty-four hours. There are nothing but big 
boulders in the way; and a single flask of pow- 
der would improve the navigation materially. I 
hope there will be a liberal disposition upon the 
part of the committee to give us what the wants 
of that section of the country demand. We ask 


| for nothing more than what is right and just in 


cisely the same footing as the original appropria- | 


tion. 

Mr. SMITH. I shall distinctly state the point 
of order I raised for the decision of the Chair. I 
understand that the Chair decided that no appro- 
priation was in order to thie bill, unless author- 
ized by previouslaw. Am | right? 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair so decides. 

Mr. SMITH, of Virginia. Doés the Chair de- 
cide that this amendment is in order? 


this matter. 

Mr. MILLSON. The objection which I just 
now urged, applies as well to the amendment 
offered by thegentleman from lowa, [Mr. Henn,} 
as to that offered by the gentleman from Illinois, 
{Mr Ricwarpson.] They both stand precisely 
on the same footing, the estimated cost being the 
same in both cases. But in rising to oppose the 
amendment of the gentleman from lowa, my chief 
purpose is to reply to the tfemarks made by the 
gentleman from Ohio, [Mr. Campseti,] who 
supposed that I wanted to menace the House with 
the influence of the Administration. Why, sir, I 
said nothing like it, and it is strange that any 
gentleman here, with the memory of the Nebraska 
controversy still fresh and recent, should fancy 
that I desire to affect the votes of members by 


|| appeals to the supposed views and wishes of the 
|, Administration. 


The CHAIRMAN. That is the decision of the 


Chair. 

Mr. SMITH. Then I raise the question of 
order in this case, for the reason that there is no 
law legitimate to this case. 


the amendment to be in order. [t stands pre- 
cisely upon the same footing as the original ap- 
propriation in the bill for the same object. 

he CHAIRMAN, The Chair would request 


the gentleman from Lowa to turn to the law under || 


which this appropriation is asked. 

Mr. HENN. I would refer to theact of 1852, 
“‘ making appropriations for the improvement of 
certain rivers and harbors,’’ in which an appro- 
priation of $100,000 was made for the improve- 
ment of the Des Moines and Rock river rapids. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair decides, that 
as a previous Congress has made an appropria- 
tion for this work, the amendment of the gentle- 
man from lowa is in order. ; 

Mr. SMITH. 1 desire to understand the ef- 
fect of the decision. Do I understand it to be the 
ruling of the Chair that an amendment to this 
bill, asking an appropriation for the first time, 
would be out of order? 


Mr. CAMPBELL. [did not mean to intimate 
that the gentleman from Virginia could himself 
be driven from any position which he thought 
correct. But I did not understand how it was 
that he should throw out that menace, knowing 


|| that his ition in relation to the Nebraska mat- 
Mr. HENN. The Chair has already decided | ter was fo very 


ter was so very good. [Laughter.] 
Mr. MILLSON. I threw out no menace. I 
stated that gentlemen who voted for this bill, could 


|| not Shelter themselves under the authofity of the 


| Administration. 


| that [ stated in regard to them was, that these 


| 
| 
| 


what the sentiments of the Administration are 
upon this question. It may, perhaps, be doing 
| the President some injustice to doubt what the 

| must be, but I should be glad to know that this it 





| would receive his veto if it should pass both 


lad 


| Houses of Congress. 
Mr. WENT 
you will see whether it will be vetoed. 


References had been repeatedly | 
made to the estimates of the Department. -All || 


ee. 


of three different Congresses: and their names 


are Malus, Pejor, Pessimus. [Laughter.}) The Thir- 
ty-First Congress was nearly divided between the 


|| two political parties; but there was then only a 
uch is the practical ef- | 


small majority in the House in favor of the river 
and harbor bill. Now that we have, as is com- 
monly supposed, an overwhelming majority of 


, Democrats here, we have reason to believe that 
It is well known to | 


there will be an overwhelming majority in favor 
of this bill. The public may put its own con- 
struction upon this. 

Mr. HENN. Inasmuch as the gentleman from 
Virginia [Mr. Miruson] is speaking against my 
amendment, | would ask him whether he consid- 
ers the improvement of the Mississippi river to be 
within the constitutional power of the General 
Government? 

Mr. MILLSON. If! were to answer that ques- 
uuon, without giving the reasons for my opinion, I 
would be doing myself injustice, and | would not 
be giving the gentleman satisfaction. I will say, 
however, that so far as the powers of Congress 
are concerned, | see no difference between the 
great inland sea, as it has been called, and any 
otherriver. But | am not discussing the question 
of constitutional power. Had I no such objection 
to this bill, | should find abungmnt cause for op- 
position in the evils which belong to the system 


| itself,and which doubtless prevented it from being 


made constitutional. Ifthe system were one proper 
to be administered by this Government, control 
over it would probably have been given to Con- 
gress by the Constitution. And even if such con- 
trol had been expressly given, it does not follow 
that it should continue to be exercised, after its 
injustice and wastefulness have been shown. 


Mr. MILLSON. I wish to offer a pro forma 
amendment, for the purpose of concluding the re- 
marks which I intended to make. 

The CHAIRMAN. There is an amendment 
now pending to an amendment. That of the gen- 
tleman from Virginia is therefore not in order, 

The question was taken on the amendment to 
the amendment; ard it was not agreed to. 


Mr. MILLSON. I now move to amend the 
amendment of the gentleman from Illinois, by re- 
ducing the appropriation to five dollars. 

I merely want to get an opportunity of saying 
now what I have been so far diverted from saying. 
I have not yet had an opportunity of showing 
how greatly the cost of many of these improve- 
ments will exceed the small amounts appro- 
priated. 

Let me take the case of the harbor of Oak 
Orchard Creek, New York. The appropriation 
in the bill last year for this work was only 
$10,500. The present bill appropriates $14,500, 
and the estimated cost of the work is $77,856, 

For Grand Haven harbor, Lake Michigan, only 
the trifling sum of $2,000 was appropriated last 
year. This bill propoges to appropriate $20,000, 
and the estimated coast is $162,126. 

For Black Lake harbor, Lake Michigan, the 
sum of $8,000 was appropriated last year. This 
bill proposes to appropriate $20,500, and the esti- 
mated cost is $97,225. 

For New Buffalo harbor, Lake Michigan, the 
sum of $8,000 was appropriated last year. This 
bill gives $16,000, and the estimated cost is 
$104,267. 

For Michigan City harbor, $20,000 were ap- 
propriated last year. This bill proposes $19,000, 
and the estimated cost is $77,619. But, accord- 
ing to the plan of the agent having charge of the 
work, and he is highly complimented in the 
official reports upon his skill, the cost will be 
$321,000. 

Rockland harbor, Maine, is to receive by this 


| bill $15,000, and the estimated cost is $179,183. 
| papers were not the estimates of the Department. || 
I would not stand here, and seek toinfluence the | 
| opinions of gentlemen by urging the supposed || 
_ wishes of the Administration. I wish I did know |. 


For the Hudson river, there was appropriated 
last year- $50,000. This bill proposes to give 
$50,000 more, and the estimated cost is $450,986. 

For New Castle, Delaware, $15,000 was last 


|| year appropriated, and $15,060 more is proposed 


| by this bill. The estimated cost ix $56,000. 
For Patapsco, Maryland, $20,000 was appro- 
| priated by the last Congress. This bill proposes 





|| $50,000, and the estimated cost is $390,000. 

|| For the Appomattox river, in Virginia, $22,500 

ORTH. Just pass this bill,and || was appropriated last year, and this bill gives 

[Laugh- | 
|| Forthe Breakwater acrogs Croatan sound, North 

r. MILLSON. Sir, I have been a member |! Carolina, $50,000 was appropriated last year, and 


| $50,000. The estimated cost is $115,000. 
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this bill proposes $50,000 more; and yet General therefore, I am a strong friend of these internal im- || about ‘* estimates.” 
Totten reports that unless the plan is changed it | 
will cost two millions more than the one which | 


he suggests for accomplishing the desired object 


of reopening the communication between Albe- | 


marie sound and the Atlantic ocean. 

Mr. SHAW, (interrupting.) I desire to say to 
the gentleman that, so far as that particular work 
is concerned, there is a report in the Department 
which shows that the work can be accomplished 
noe ire 


r.MILLSON. I was about tostate that fact, 


and had commenced stating it, when the genueman | 
But, General Totten declares 


interrupted me. 
that the construction of the work on the plan pre- 


scribed by Congress would cost $2,000,000 more | 


than the plan which he recommends, the cost of 
which he estimates at $500,000, He says the 


plan which has been sanctioned by Congress will 
cost $2,500,000; and from what | have heard, I 


think | may say there is scarcely a practical man | 


who believes that the object can be accomplished 
at all, upon any plan, or at any cost. 


Mr. SHAW. I will say to the gentleman that | 
the Department does not propose to construct this | 


work according to the plan which the gentleman 
says will cost $200,000. 
expend the mone 
particular way. 
Mr. MILLSON, I know that. 
ing how poor a judge Congress is upon these sub- 
jects, and that it has twice proposed to effect this 
object of reopening a communication between 


Albemarle sound and the ocean, by appropria- | 
ting on two several occasions $50,000 for the | 


breakwater across Croatan sound, and that, ac- 
cording to General Totten’s report, it will require 
for its construction $2,500,000. 
posed, however,to abandon that scheme altogether, 
and to adopt a new plan. 

The five western improvements that I have re- 
ferred to, and for which, in the commencement, 
only the modest aggregate sum of about $48,000 


was appropriated, are now estimated to cost up- | 
wards of $500,000, while the six Atlantic im- | 
provements for which only about $200,000 have as | 


et been appropriated, are now estimated to cost, 
if constructed upon the plans contemplated by 
Congress, nearly $4,000,000. 

Mr. HAVEN. For the purpose of enabling 
me to make a few remarks, | move to increase the 
appropriation in the amendment five dollars. 

r. Chairman, | will not trouble the committee 
again to-day while they are engaged upon the 
items of this bill; I desire to say to the friends of 
this bill, and also to the enemies of the bill, who 
are in favor of forwarding the business of the 
House, that, in my judgment, the only wise 
course they can pursue is to vote upon the items 
contained in the bill as reported by the Committee 


on Commerce, and allow nothing to induce them || 


to give a vote that shall change the items as re- 
ported, or in any way alter the bill. I will 
remark to the committee, that this is rather a hard 
bill in reference to the section of country from 
which 1 come, particularly in reference to the 
northern lakes and rivers; but, nevertheless, I shall 
not trouble them with any proposition to amend. 
I feel the only chance for the bill is to refrain from 
doing so. Itis a pretty liberal bill for the valley 
of the Mississippi, and I am glad that it is so. 
But let me say to the friends of the bill again—for 
it is advice that cannot be too often repeated—that 


if they desire to carry it through this House, they || 


had, in my opinion, better vote upon it now, as 
reported by the committee, with the few amend- 
ments already voted in, and not eneumber it with 
additional appropriation or provisions. 

The biltas it now stands appropriates about 
$2,500,000, perhaps a little less. I am ready to 
vote for it.as itis. If ithad appropriated a slightly 
darger sum, I should still be willing to vote for 
it. Under the existing circumstances, $3,000,000 
would nat batoo much, if judiciusly expended. 
Bat, sir, | appeal to the friends and to the enemies 
of the bill, to these who wish it to pass, and ‘to 
those who are opposed to it, but are desirous to 
have it out of the way for the benefit of other 
pressing ‘business, to allow it to come to a vote 
at the-earliest possible moment. There are but 
twenty-two days of the present session of Con- 
gress left; aid with the sultry weather that pre- 
vails, we shall find it difficult to get through with 
the necessary business of the session. While, 


It is not proposed to | 
already appropriated in that | 


But lam show- | 


|| reasons. 


| this bill pass upon which | will say a word. In || 
It is now pro- | 


| to harbors of refuge. 
| ality of all such improvements, whether the har- | 


|, Congress. 








provements, and while | would be willing to vote 
for a bill somewhat more liberal, yet, inasmuch as 
this bill has undergone the mature consideration of 


the Committee on Commerce, which has reported | 
it, [ am willing to vote for it as it is, and I 


hope gentlemen will not undertake to press amenc- 
ments upon it. 
ruin it; the true friends of judicious and proper 
internal improvements, | think, may well justify 


themselves in foregoing all efforts toamend under | 


the circumstances, and vote at once and directly 
upon what the bill contains. 


second section when the items are disposed of; 
but until then I am content to vote without debate, 


| and with entire constancy to keep the bill as itis. 


Mr. MILLSON, by unanimous consent, with- 
drew his amendment. 


Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois. I move to 


amend the amendment of my colleague [Mr. Rica- | 


|| ARDSON] by increasing the appropriation $5,000. 


I desire to say to the committee that | concur 
most cordially in the remarks which have just 
fallen from the gentleman from New York. I, too, 
am a sincere friend of this bill, and | desire to 
see it disposed of at an early moment; and I do 
not intend to again trouble the committee; but 


|| sir, the amount of his estimate has been cut d 
‘| one half—to $16,000. Why this neglect to com 


in the passage of the bill, 1 also am anxious to see | 


justice done to the Mississippi valley; and | be- 


| lieve that the amendment offered by my colleague 
| is founded in justice and in right; and | am glad 
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| page 227 of the documents accom 


| of Colonel Long, which gives $250,000 fo 


Sir, amiendments, I am sure, will || 


| stand by them. 
| to be good in all. 


|in my district? 
|| ment to construct that work, Mr. W. W 
I shall desire to offer an amendment to the || 


July 12 
Why, sir, if he will tury, 
panying th 
ident’s message, third part, he will she i sy 
of these rapids. Those are estimates founidsa 
the report of Colonel Lee, and I contend 
should govern here. The gentleman refers al 
stantly to the ‘‘estimates,’’ and SAYS We ooght i 
If good In one case, they Ourht 
How is it in reference to th 
estimates for improving the harbor of Waukeran 
The local agent of the Govern, 
3 G: , 
a very competent man, as | understand, asked 
appropriation of $32,000 to complete the wor. 


and he says in his report ‘* that it would be ye 
| desirable, both for economy and utility, to hays 
| this amount appropriated by Congress at its ney, 


| session.’? 


Have the ** estimates’? made by this 


| officer, the officer proper to make them, been 


adopted by the Committee on Commerce? j, 
ww, 
own 


| up to the proper estimate for an important work 
| on the lake upon the shores of which my colleagy. 
lives? Why deny a harbor to those brave mey 
| who face the perils and dangers of our hazardous 
| lake navigation, those courageous and hardy tar 


that the subject has been brought to the consider- || 


ation of the committee by him. 1 want the bill 
passed, even if I cannot get all | desire, for various 
There is one reason why I desireto see 


the sixteenth line of the first section of this bill I 


|| see there is an appropriation of $15,000 to im- || worthy of consideration, and that is, it is pleasant 


prove the harbor of the village of Dubuque, Lowa, | 


which has been agreed to by the committee. That 


*¢ Whose march is on the mountain wave, 
Whose home is on the deep ?”? 


[Here the hammer fell, 

Mr. LETCHER. I have sought the floor with 
a view of trying to keep the peace. I am appre. 
hensive that something serious will grow out of 


| the difficulty between the two gentlemen from |} 


item establishes a very-important principle for us || 
on the Mississippi, and, if sanctioned by the | 


House and by the President, | hope we shall hear 
no more about the unconstitutionality of appropri- 
ations for rivers and harbors in contradistinction 
I believe in the constitution- 


bors be on salt water or on the fresh water of the 
Mississippi. 


Now let me refer for a moment to the position 


|| taken by my colleague from the Chicago district, | 
(Mr. Wenrworra.} 


He tells this committee 
that the estimates sent us from the Department of 
$18,000 are sufficient to carry out the purposes of 


the Government in reference to these improve- } 


ments of the Mississippi rapids. 
Mr. WENTWORTH. | said no such thing. 
Mr.WASHBURNE. Well,sir, my colleague 
at least said this amount was sufficient to sat- 
isfy him for the present. He thinks that sum 
enough to appropriate for the present session of 


provement. 

Mr. 
| allow me to interrupt him ? 

Mr. WASHBURNE. . Certainly. 
Mr. WENTWORTH. 
| ment of the Rock river: rapids. 

colleague and myself had better leave our Bun- 
| combe at home. 

Mr. WASHBURNE. There is certainly no 
| necessity for my colleague to leave any Buncombe 
| athome; he hasenoughtherealready. But, sir, I 
| will not speak for Buncombe, but I will speak here 
_ and elsewhere for justice to my section of the coun- 

try, even if there be no other person to raise his 
voice. Living, as it were, on the hanks of the Mis- 
| sissippi, and knowing the wants of the people there, 
I intend that they shall be heard through me. If 
| my colleague wishes to take isswe with me as to 
| the justice or the propriety of this increase of ap- 
peerenes for the improvement indicated, let 
t 


im. say it. 
Mr. WENTWORTH. I take the responsi- 


the estimates. 


E. My colleague speaks 


| 
| bility of standing b 
| Mr. WASHBU 


I want to see the principle which | 

we have incorporated in this bill sanctioned by an | 
| approval of the item for Dubuque harbor, so we | 
|can avail ourselves of it hereafter, as applied to 
| other river harbors of more importance. 


| 
| 
| 





| 


lam supprised that he, representing | 
| a district bordering the Rock river rapids, should || 
| make such a statement in reference to this im- | 


WENTWORTH. Will my colleague | 


I did not say that | 
| $18,000 was sufficient to complete the improve- | 
But I think my | 


| (Laughter. 


|| [Laughter. 








| 


nois. Probably it may lead to bloodshed. [Lauph. 
ter.) It will certainly lead to a personal explane. 
tion. Let me suggest to gentlemen one thing 


to see brethren dwelling together in unity, [Re. 
newed laughter. ] 

I regret very much to see these two gentlemen 
from Illinois wooling each other in the most ap- 
proved fashion. he gentleman over the we 
[Mr. Wasusurne] complains that his part of ||\i. 
nois has not got ample justice. The other gentle. 
man says that his part has not got justice, but he 
is for standing by the Government estimates. He 
says that patriotism requires he should do s0, 
Now, sir, I pity the poor fellow in this body who 
avows his purpose to stand by the Government 
estimates. I really, sincerely, and devoutly pity 
him, and particularly if he has to defend all the 
Government estimates when he goes home. 
Ido not know how it would do in 
Illinois. I do not know how it would do in Wau- 
kegan, but I apprehend that if they got all that 
was recommended by the Government they would 
be pretty well satisfied. But, | take it, when he 
got to the county of Scott, State of Virginia, 
where the chairman resides, he would find some 
difficulty in demonstrating that Government esl 
mates were exactly such, in all stances, as ough! 
to be sustained. So it will be, 1 apprehend, wit 
a good many others who now hold seats upon 
this floor. 

What patriotism has to do with an adherence 
to Government estimates, I do not exactly know. 
It strikes me that patriotism, as understood now 
a-days, consists in getting out of the Government 
all you can for your own particular district 
That seems to be the definition # 
settled by the gentleman behind me, [Mr. Was 
wortn.] He goes for getting all he can; but le 
tells the committee it is better to take what is! 
this bill. Do not attempt to amend it. Do met 
be adding here and there, for if you do you mey 
probably sink the bill. ** I want,” says the ge 
tleman, ‘* to get the President committed to the 
policy. I want him to sanction the bill, and® 
recognize the principle that the harbors on lt 
Mississippi ¢an be improved.” I do not know 
what the President will do; but I am persuade 
that his action, as President, will conform to bis 
action as tnember of this House. 

I hope that the President will do the country 
service of sending ina'veto here to check this #y* 
tem. fF imagine that’ he will do with this bill ® 
he did with the indigent insane bill, and | do . 
know ahy more suitable time when a veto 00” 
comein. I think it would be of vast service to 
country, and to the Democratic y, at this pe 
ticular moment, to veto this bill, and to oe 
some of these railroad bills, and especially 
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States-right Cape Fear bill which passed here the 
other day. {Laughter.} He should then get back 
to something like first principles. 

Mr. HAVEN. How about the $10,000,000? 

Mr. LETCHER. So far as the ten million 
pill is concerned, we have ample consideration for 
the appropriation. The President has signed that, 
and he has acted wisely in doing so. I hope that 
he will continue to give evidences of wisdom, and 
that he will veto this river and harbor bill, which 
conflicts with his States-right course as a mem- 
ber of this House, and the Senate. 

Mr.CAMPBELL. I movetoamend the amend- 
ment by increasing the amount five dollars. 

[ offer it for the purpose of saying a word in 
renly to my friend from Virginia, (Mr. Lercuen,] 
who seems to have taken the prigciples of the 
Administration and the Democratic party under 
his especial keeping. { know that my friend is 
very sincere, and that he advocates his proposi- 
tions with a great deal of ardor. He denies the 
constitutional power of Congress to make im- 

rovements for rivers and harbors, those. great 
natural arteries of commerce, and one would think 


from the number of speeches he makes to illus- | 


trate his point, and from the manner in which he 
alludes to gentlemen of the Democratic party who 
do not believe with him, that he never supported 
a proposition of this kind. 1 ask the gentleman, 


and 1 would like to have him answer it, whether || 
he was not a member of the committee of confer- || 


ence, a few days ago, which reported to this 


House in favor of allowing an appropriation of | 
$40,000 to pay for the survey made by Governor | 


Stevens for a line of railroad to the Pacific? I ask 
him whether, on the call of the yeas and nays, he 
didnot vote for that report taking $40,000 out of 
the Treasury—to do what? To pay the engineers 
for carrying their levels over the wilderness, and 
to pay Irishmen for driving stakes into the soil, 
marking upon them with red chalk the amount to 
cut away and the amount to fill. Having voted 
for that proposition, [ now put the question to 
him, if it be constitutional to pay Irishmen for 
driving stakes, out of the Treasury, why is it not 
constitutional to vote money to pay them for 
shoveling the gravel on the road itself, and why 
is it not constitutional to take the snags out of the 
great Mississippi river, and improve rivers and 
harbors? 

_It will be full time for the gentleman from Vir- 
ginia to read members out of the Democratic 


party, and claim to be the exfionent of the princi- | 
ples of party, when he can show himself to be | 


consistent upon the record. Until then, for one, 


I object to hearing his lectures, and | object to his | 
reading any man out of his own party who votes | 
l 


for these appropriations, especially after the vote 
he has given in favor of an appropriation of 
$40,000 for driving stakes upon that Pacific rail- 
road. I hopethe honorable gentleman will explain 


this thing to the satisfaction of the committee, or | 


at least cease this thing of reading gentlemen out 
of his rice because they support this bill. 
. Mr. LETCHER obtained the floor; but yielded 
it to 

Mr. CRAIGE. I desire to say but one word. 
As to the appropriation for the Cape Fear river, 


to which the gentleman from Virginia has alluded, | 
I consider that it stands upon a totally different | 


footing from the bill under consideration. | voted 
for the improvement of the Cape Fear river, for 
the reason that the Government put the obstruc- 
tion there, and I hold that if the Government puts 
an obstruction in any place, 
move it. 

Mr. LETCHER. I have no doubt that the 
Democratic party of this House, 
those gentlemen who have been read out of the 
party, will be under lasting obligations to thezen- 
teman from Ohio (Mr. Campsext} for his volun- 
teer defense of them upon this occasion. It oc- 
curred to me if there was one particular act fr 
which a member of this House should be entitled 
to especial thanks, it would be that he has read 
out of the party a portion of those who are nom- 
Inally éormected with the Democratic party, and 
had turned them over to the Whig party, ‘which 
party at this Present moment, seems to be in a 
distressed condition, not strong enough to make 
an impression upon the country. When I under- 
take to lay down my views, and read gentlemen 
out of the party, he says, it gives him pain and 
makes him rather uneasy. He regrets to hear 


itis our duty to re- | 


particularly | 
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such language coming from me. Why? What| Mr. GREENWOOD. I think the Chair has 


|| is there in all this that particularly disturbs him ? 


Is it not a source of pleasure to him at all times, 


|| to receive recruits, come from whatever quarter 


|| they may? 


But the gentleman wishes to know if I was not 


| on the committee of conference in the early part | 


| surveys 


of the session in regard to the deficiency bill. I 
was a member of that committee, and 
gentleman will take the trouble to inquire he will 
find thaggupon the proposition relating to the 
ade by Governor Stevens for a route to 
the Pacific I opposed it, and my vote was given 
in opposition to it. At the same time, the gentle- 


| man will also ascertain this fact, that, after having 


shown my hostility to this appropriation, I then 
voted for the deficiency bill, in order that debts 
justly due by the Government to her creditors 


might be paid. 


Mr. CAMPBELL. The whole amount of 


| what I said is, that the gentleman opposed it first 








| 





| 


to a tight place, to wit, on the question, in the 
House, of the adoption of the report of the com- 
mittee of conference, he caved in. 

Mr. LETCHER. I voted against the appro- 


|| priation on the committee of conference. 


Mr. CAMPBELL. ThenI have been doing 


if the | 


| as he does now, very warmly, but when he came | 


misunderstood the grounds on which I desire to 
make the motion to strike out the enacting clause 
of the bill. 

The CHAIRMAN. Well, the Chair will hear 
the gentleman from Arkansas. 

Mr. GREENWOOD. I understand the Chair 
to have decided just now, on my announcing the 
character of the motion which I desired to make 
in reference to this bill, that the motion to strike 
out the enacting clause could not be renewed? 

The CHAIRMAN, The Chair so decided. 

Mr. GREENWOOD. For the reason that on 
yesterday the Chair had decided that motion in 
order, and it was rejected. 

The CHAIRMAN. If the gentleman will al- 
low the Chair, he will state the facts as they oc- 
curred. ° The Chair entertained the motion, and 
put the question to a vote. The committee voted 
the proposition down, and therefore the Chair 
must conform to that jadgment of the committee. 

Mr. GREENWOOD. Then I was laboring 
under a mistake. But I desire to understand the 
facts; for I think I am correct, and that the Chair 
misunderstood me. The Chair was sustained 
upon the appeal, and the question was put to the 


| committee, upon the motion to strike out the en- 


the gentleman’an injustice. But did he vote **no”’ | 


on the question of its adoption by the House? 
Mr. LETCHER. 


I tell the gentleman that | 


when the question came before the House, I did | 
vote for the adoption of the report, and | gave | 


him my reasons for “caving in,’’ as he calls it. 
Mr. PRESTON. I rise to a point of order. 
Mr. LETCHER. 
Democratic party will be under special obligations 
to my friend in front of me, [Mr. Campsett,] and 


| 


I have no doubt that the | 


to my friend on my right, [Mr. Preston,} who | 


seem to be coming to the rescue, for the interest 
they have shown on behalf of that party just now. 


The latter gentleman wants to conciliate gentle- | 


men of that party, I suppose, in his anxiet 
the carrying out of the appropriation for the Lou- 
isville custom-house. [Laughter.] I do not know 
how else to account for the interference of the 
gentleman at this particulartime. But it seems 
that these gentlemen hunt in pairson this occasion. 


for | 


The question was taken on Mr. Campsecv’s | 
amendment to an amendment; and it was not | 


agreed to. 

Mr. GREENWOOD. 
tion for the purpose of getting this bill out of com- 
mittee. 

The CHAIRMAN. What proposition does 


the gentleman make? 


I desire to make is a motion to strike out the en- 
acting clause of this bill. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair informs the 
gentleman there is still an amendment pending to 
the bill. 


I desire to make a mo- | 


acting clause of the bill, and it was lost. If I am 
correct in this, | havea right again to make the 
motion to strike out the enacting clause. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair again repeats 
that he entertained the, proposition yesterday to 
strike out the enacting clause. The motion was 
put, and it was voted down by the committee; 
and now the Chair cannot entertain a question 
which conflicts with the former decision of the 
committee. 

Mr. WALSH. I wish to inquire of the Chair 
if | understand him to decide that, inasmuch as 
the motion to strike out the enacting clause was 
decided adversely yesterday, it cannot be re- 
newed to-day? 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair so decides. 

Mr. HENN. I would inquire of the Chair if 
the committee may not have changed their opin- 
ion, and may not vote differently to-day from what 
they did yesterday ? 

he CHAIRMAN. Well, the Chair cannot 
say as to that. They may or they may not. The 
Chair decides that it cannot consistently again en- 


|, tertain the same motion. 


|| back upon the bill. 
Mr. GREENWOOD. The proposition which | 


Mr.GREENWOOD. Well, 1 hope the vote | 


will be taken on it at once. 


The question was taken on Mr. Ricuarpson’s | 


amendment; and it was not agreed to. 

Mr. GREENWOOD. I now make the motion 
that I have indicated. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair must inform 
the gentleman that this motion has been submitted, 
and decided in the negative. 

Mr. GREENWOOD. That was on yesterday. 

The CHAIRMAN. TheChair cannot enter- 
tain the motion to-day. 


Mr. EASTMAN. | offer the following amend- 
ment: 

Forcompleting the improvement of Grant river slough, 
on the Mississippi river, at Potosi, Wisconsin, which was 
commenced under the act of June 15, 1844, $20,000. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair would inquire 
of the gentleman whether there isan existing law 
directing appropriations for this purpose? 

Mr. EASTMAN. By the det of June 15, 
1844, a section of land was granted by Congress 
for the improvement at this point on the Missis- 
sippi river. And that has been expended, I pre- 
sume, therefore, this amendment is im order. 

Mr. WENTWORTH. I contend that the 
amendment is not in order. There was merely 
a section of land appropriated to this object. 

The CHAIRMAN. While the Chair con- 
fesses that the point is rather doubtfal, still he is 
of opinion that the amendment is not in order. 

[Cries of ““Read on!’"} 


| 
| 
| 


Mr. GREEN WOOD. 
the decision of the Chair. 

Mr. GOODE. Allow me to say to the gentle- 
man from Arkansas, that it is not in order to go 
The enacting words are in 
the first lines of the bill; and itis not in ourpower 
to go back to them now. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair must call the 
gentleman to order. The question is not debat- 
able. The question is, ‘* Shall the decision of 
the Chair stand as the judgment of the commit- 
tee?’ 


Mr. GREENWOOD. I withdraw the appeal. 


Mr. WALSH. If an amendment is now in 
order, I offer the following: 

For the completion of a light-house at Chittenango, 
Madison county, New York, $5,327 39. 6.3 

{Laughter.] 

Mr. PRESTON I rise to a question of order. 
The light-house bill is not idles consideration 
yet; and further, there has been no previous ap- 
propriations for that work. [Laughter.]} 

Mr. WALSH. It is a work. of internal im- 
provement. 


I take an appeal from 


|| The CHAIRMAN. TheChair would inquire 


|| of the gentleman from New York if there is any 


law providing for the construction of this work ? 

Mr. WALSH. I have not looked into the 
matter yet; but if there is not, it must have been 
a gross oversight. [Laughter.] A light-house 
there is quite as democratic and quite as necessary 


| as two thirds of these loz-rolling appropriations. 


If it is not necessary to protect the many valuable 


| lives navigating the turbid waters of the Erie 


canal, it will, at least, put money into the pockets 
of some contractors. [Laughter.] 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair rules the 
amendment to be out of order, unless the gentle- 
man can show that there is an existing law au- 
thorizing the work. 

Mr. SKELTON. 


I offer the following amend- 
ment: 





O “ 
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For the continuation of the system of protecting buman 
life from shipwreck, as heretotore established by life-boats 
on the New Jersey cvast, $20,000. 


Mr. WENTWORTH, of Illinois. 
question of order. 
not in order. 

Mr. SKELTON. I will say that it is in ac- 
cordance with the recommendation of the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury. This is to continue the 
system for the protection of human life hereto- 
fore established by law. 

Mr. WENTWORTH. I make the point of 
order that the appropriations in this bill are to be 
expended under the direction of the Secretary of 
War. The estimates the gentleman presents are 
from the Secretary of the Treasury. I submit, 
further, that the amendment is not germane to the 
bill. The title itself shows that it is not. 

Mr. SKELTON. If a question of order is 
raised, I desire to discuss it. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair decides that 
the emendment is not in order, for the reason that 
it is not germane to the bill; and he further de- 
cides that the question of order is not debatable. 

Mr. SKELTON. Well, sir, I desire to say to 
the Flouse, that it is not in order to protect the 
New Jersey coast by any bill. 

[Cries of ** Order !’’] 


Mr. JONES, of New York, I move to amend 
by inserting after the words ‘* extra expenses,”’ 


I rise toa 
That amendment is clearly 


in the forty-third line of the first section of the | 
bill, the words **and so forth,’’ so that the para- 


graph will read: 


For the preservation of public property, and contingen- 
cies of western river improvements, and for commutation 
of transportation of baggage, and of quarters and fuel of 
officers in cases no longer provided for by the quartermas- 
ter’s department, and for allowances to meet extra expenses, 
and so forth, under the special direction of the Secretary of 
War, $10,000, 


Mr. Chairman, I offer my amendment in all 
good faith. Though I have read the section over 
and over again, { have not been able to determine 
in my own. mind what it exactly means. There 
is nothing in it of importance, if we except the 
provision of $10,000 for the transportation of the 
baggage of those selected by the Government for 
the superintendence of these improvements. I 


suppose that it is intended for the winter service; || 


and everybody knows that that service, instead of 
being at these works, is in attending balls, parties, 
and concerts, in the western cities and towns. I 
understand that the item of baggage transporta- 
tion is a very large one in the expenditures of the 
War Department. This, then, is placed here so 


that the engineers of the Army may get $10,000 | 


more than they would otherwise. 


I was one of the forlorn hope of which the | 


entleman from Virginia [Mr. Mitison] was the 
eader. I was one of the thirty-nine Democrats 
who voted with him on his proposition. The 
question was raised yesterday, that this was a 
general appropriation bill. The Chair decided 
that it was. I had, at the time, strong doubts of 
the fact, but they were entirely removed when I 
read this section. It is undoubtedly a general 
bill, for it applies to everything under heaven, so 
far as [ can see. [Laughter.] Any man who can 
vote for this section can vote for anything. 

Mr. WENTWORTH, of Illinois. [| am op- 
posed to the amendment, and ask for the vote. 
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| clause. 


Ido so, because I believe, according to 
the decision of the Chairman and the committee, 
that this appropriation is not in order, and there- 
fore I think it should be stricken out of the bill. 


When an appropriation is demanded for the pur- | 


pose of protecting lives 
Mr. COX. I ask the Chair if it is debatable 
as a question of order? The gentleman from New 


Jersey makes a point of order, and then proceeds 
to debate it. 


Mr. SKELTON. I was about to gi 
sons why the clause I propose to stri 
inorder. It seems to be in order for gentlemen 
to make speeches, showing who are and who are 
not Democrats- 

The CHAIRMAN. 
the gentleman from New Jersey is in order. 

Mr. SKELTON. Iwas about to show, when 
| was interrupted, that it was not in order for the 


committee to make such an appropriation as is | 
contained in this clause; for, in the opinion of the | 
committee, it is not in order to make any appro- | 
priation for the safety and protection of human | 
life. contend that these dredge boats are in- | 


tended for the protection of those who navigate 
Lake Champlain, just as the surf boats upon the 


Jersey coast are intended to protect the lives of | 


those who sail upon that coast, and therefore an 


amendment making an appropriation for this pur- || 
Asthe committee have ruled | 
my amendment out of order, they will rule this | 
amendment out of order also, and make this bill | 


pose is notin order. 


a bill for the improvement of rivers and harbors, 
and not for the protection of human lives. 
satisfied, as | have been ruled out upon a former 
occasion, when I offered an amendmert to the civil 
and diplomatic bill, making an appropriation for 
life boats upon the Jersey coast, that all amend- 


| ments of this kind will not only be ruled out of | 
this bill, but out of every other appropriation bill. | 


I wish the decision of the Chair and the conimit- 


| tee to be known, not only here, but through- 
| out the country, that this House is determined, 
through thick and thin, to make no appropriation | 


for the protection of human life, but rather to 


squander money upon office-holders and office- | 


seekers. 


The CHAIRMAN. 


| tance that the Chair ruled the amendment of the 


| gentleman from New Jersey out of order. 


The question was taken; and the amendment | 


was lost. 


Mr. LILLY. I move to strike out the entire 
section. 

Mr. Chairman, this item appears to me to be a 
mere gratuity to the officers who may be em- 
ployed on the western improvements, and is in 
addition to their regular pay. 
rying their trunks, &c. I have never seen any | 
estimates for them. I think, from the phraseology | 
of the section, itis to be paid out to the various 
officers, at the discretion of, and in accordance | 
with the amount of good feeling which may exist | 
between the head of the War Department and the | 
persons employed; I therefore think it should be 
stricken out. 

Mr. STUART, of Michigan. I am opposed 
to the striking out, 

The motion was rejected. . 


The following clause was then read: 


“« For current expenses of the steam dredge on Lake Cham- 
plain, $7,500.”? 
Mr. SKELTON. 


- 


I propose to strike out that | 


| 
1} 
| 


It provides forcar- || 


The 


Chair, upon reflection, is inclined to the opinion 


that the amendment might be regarded in order as | 


an independent section, but does not regard it as 
germane to the amendment then pending. 


Mr. HUGHES. 


time of the House in itsdiscussion. I amopposed 
to the amendment of the gentleman from New 
Jersey, (Mr. Skeiron,] particularly as its effect 
fails rather hard on the section of the country 
which I have the honor to represent. There are 
$7,500 appropriated in this bill for the current ex- 


penses of the dredge boat on Lake Champlain. | 


Some two years ago $20,000 was appropriated to 
build that dredge boat. It is lying there to-day, 
up in the harbor at Whitehal!, useless, because 
there is no money on hand to work the boat with. 


|| This $7,500 is to put that boat in operation; and | 
it is now a question whether the boat shall be 
| allowed to rot at the dock, or whether, by the act | 


of the committee, this small pittance shall be ap- 
plied to put it in motion. 


been recommended by the Secretary of War; but 


|| Lask a vote upon the ee 


Mr. SKELTON. 
strike out. 

Mr. SMITH, of New York. I move, Mr. 
Chairman, to add $50,000 to the appropriation for 
the harbor of Oswego. 

Oswego does a much larger custom-house busi- 
ness than any other town in the nation, where the 


withdraw my motion to 


Government has not authorized the building of a” 


custom-house. And, yet, the harbor, in which 
all this business is done, is a miserably contracted 
and half finished one. The people of Oswego 
have beef compelled to tax themselves, for man 
= very heavily, in order to preserve their 
arbor, and maintain, against the elements, the 
cheap and frail piers built by Government. And 
were they, now, to call on Government for repay- 
ment, they would be as unjustly dealt with as 
was Wilmington day before yesterday, when the 


NAL GLOBE. 


my rea- | 
tis not | 


The Chair decides that | 


Iam | 


It was with some reluc- | 


l am in favor of this bill, and | 
I do not propose to consume unnecessarily the 


Knowing, as I do, the | 
good sense of this committee, | shall not take up | 
its time in advocating this appropriation which has | 


July 12, 


|| section, making like repayment, was 
| of the Cape Fear fiver bill. For Govevhaas 
draw revenue from our harbors, and, Yet, to > 
| fuse to keep them in repair, and to compel z 
people, who live where the harbors are, to k : 
them in repair, is what 1 cannot see to be hon 
Thus to benefit the Treasury, or, in other words 
| the whole nation, at the expense of particule 
| localities and small communities, is, in my ¢ 
nothing short of downright fraud. ye, 

But | have been asked, during the discussion of 

this bill, with what cousiotansyl can advocate th 
improvement of rivers and harbors, at the hands 
of the Federal Government, seeing that | huye fo 
years advocated, both with my lips and pen tha 
they be improved by Statesand smaller communi 
ties, and not by the Federal Government? Ibis 
_ true that I would have such work done by other 
| and more suitable agents than the Federal Gy. 

ernment. It has never been economically and well 
done by that Government: and it never will by 
economically and well done by that Governmen, 
lt is a work that cannot be properly performed 
at arms-length.- It is a work that can be properly 
performed by those only, who, to use anothe 
familiar phrase, are on the spot. The Federal Goy. 
| ernment, because so great, is too unwieldy fo; 

such a work: and, because it is so remote from the 
work, an adequate sense of responsibility canno, 
be brought home to it. I object to such work jp 
the hands of the Government, if only because 
such work tends to centralization, and to undye 
Federal power. I object to it, if only because jt 
affords immense room for corrupting both Goy. 
ernment and people. 

Gladly would I vote, this day, to have the Fed. 
eral Government, provided it would surrender all 
claims to revenue from our harbors, stand entire! 
aside from the whole work of improving them, 
But just so long as that Government will tax us 
for using our own harbors, just so long | can do 
| no less than insist, that Government shall put, 

and keep, them in proper condition. Lam no mor 
inconsistent here than I am in the case of custom- 
houses. So long as Government shall adhere to 
the injustice of supporting itself by customs; and 
so long as the people shall be foolish enough to let 
Government do so, so long I shall be in favor of 
| having Government erect safe and suitable buili- 
ings for custom-houses, instead of having it lease 
such as are unsafe and unsuitable. Hence, al- 
though if I could have my will, and if my theories 
of Government cougii prevail, there weuld not be 
a custom-house on the earth; I, nevertheless, 
feel myself to be guilty of no inconsistency in 
calling upon Government to erect custom-houses, 
So, too, in the case of rivers and harbors, whilst 
|, Government claims, and with the acquiescence of 
|| the people, the exclusive control, and the excli- 
|| Sive revenues, of them; I feel, that Government 
| 18, not only to be permitted, but to be required 
| improve them. 

' I moved an increase of $50,000. That sum, 
together with the $21,000, which the bill provides 
| for, would be none too much to put the harbor of 
Oswego in such a state, as its very great and very 

| rapidly growing business demands. ‘ 
_ I desire the succéss of this bill. The secunty 
of life and property requires it. Instead of the 
total sum appropriated by this bill being too larzt, 
|| | would have Government, another year, expe 
-amuch larger sum on these and similar objec's, 

providing it shall not do the far juster and better 
thing of surrendering the work into the hanisof 

|| the proper agents—the States and smaller com 

| munities. : 

| I did not offer my amendment, with the view 

of its adoption. Indeed, | am persuaded that the 
| success of the bill would be greatly endang 

_by-amending it. It is safer and wiser to follov 

the estimates, and to walk in the track of th 

| Department. 1 withdraw my amendment. 

| Mr. FLAGLER. I offer the following ament 

| ment: 

ine sixty-five insert : 

For octeean ries Seaben at the mouth of the Twel¥? 
| Mile creek, on Lake Ontario, according to survey of). © 
| Judson, civil engineer, in pursuance of law, $5,000, © 
_ expended under direction of the Secretary of War. 

Mr. WENTWORTH, of Illinois. I rais¢* 

question of order upon that amendment. Ther 
is no law providing for the construction of 


work. ; oe 
The CHAIRMAN. The Chair would inqu* 
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of the gentleman from New York as to the facts 
reference to that matter. 


Mr. FLAGLER. There is a law authorizing || 


in 


OS he CHAIRMAN, ~'The Chair must rulethis || 
amendment out of order. The fact of a survey || 
having been made does not authorize the con- || 


struction of the work. 

Mr. FLAGLER. I also offer the following | 
amendment: 

Add at the end of line sixty-nine, the words: 7 

And such portion of said sum as the Secretary of War 
may judge expedient, shall be expended in deepening the 
channel atthe mouth of the Twelve Milé creek, on Lake | 
Ontario. 

Mr. WENTWORTH, of Illinois. I raise 
the same point of order upon that amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair rules it out of || 
order upon the same ground. 

Mr. WADE. I offer the following amend- 
ment: 


In line eighty-three strike out ‘‘ten,”’ and insert the words 
«‘ twenty-five,”’ 


| 


_so as to make the clause read, 


For continuing the improvement of the harbor of 
Cleveland, Ohio, on Lake Erie, $25,000. 
' 


Mr. Chairman, I rise for the purpose of asking 
the committee to increase the appropriation for 
continuing the improvements at the harbor of | 
Cleveland, reported by this bill. I am aware, 
sir, that the Secretary of the Treasury has recom- 
mended the smaller sum, for the reason, that the 
appropriation made by the last Congress, for the | 
improvement of this important harbor, has not yet || 


been fully expended. 1 amawarealso, Mr. Chair- || 


man, of the solicitude of the friends of this bill, || 
that this House should not go beyond the recom- 
mendations of the Department, lest by asking too 
much we hazard all. I respect this suggestion, | 
and feel great reluctance to depart from it, even 
when I feel the fullest assurance that the appro- 
priation is wholly inadequate. Still, sir, [feel 
very confident that neither the Committee on Com- 
merce nor the Department, are aware of the import- 
ance of the harbor of Cleveland, in a commercial 
point of view; nor of the decaying, very ruinous 
condition of thg public works at this point. 
Sir, [ shall hardly gain credit for my statements || 
when I assure the committee that the coastwise 
or domestic commerce of this port, from the open- 
ing to the close of navigation, during the season 
of 1853, a period of about seven months, amounted 
to more than one hundred millions of dollars; || 
and yet, sir, 1 am here prepared with a full and 
detailed statement of one of the most upright and | 
accurate individuals in the public service, the 
deputy collector of that port, (Mr. D. W. Cross,) 
showing such to be the fact. The number of || 
vessels entering this port during that season, coast- 
wise, was 2,563, the tonnage of whichjamounted to 
1,230,240 tons; the number of seamen 46,134. 
The clearances of vessels coastwise for the same 
period were 2,557; tonnage 1,227,360; seamen 
46,026. The number of vessels engaged in the 
foreign trade during the same period was—Amer- 
ican vessels entered, 367, tonnage 49,236 tons, 
seamen 2492; British vessels entered 92, tonnage 
10,360, seamen 605—making a total of 459 Amer- 


THE 





| cribs, filled with small stones. 
| the whole force of the violent northwestern gales 


| meager ‘‘third allowance; 


| of Congress. 
| in the hand is worth two in the bush,’’ says the 
on and on the wisdom of this homely maxim 





ican andoreign vessels entering this port; tonnage 
59,576; and seamen 3,097. P 7 ‘i 
The clearances of vessels in the foreign trade | 
were 360; tonnage, 43,812; seamen, 2,527. Total 
vessels engaged in the coastwise and foreign trade, 
entered and cleared, 5,919, being between twen- 
ty-eight and twenty-nine daily, during the entire 
season of navigation, the tonnage of which was | 
2,550,008. Seamen entering and clearing, coast- ] 
wise and in the foreign trade, for the same period, 
97,784. Value of the domestic and foreign im- 
ports and exports, $86,969,572. To which, in 
order to show the business of Cleveland, should 





be added upwards of $15,000,000 of imports by 
railroad. 
_ The net revenue collected on property imported | 
into this port from foreign countries, as I have it | 
from the Register of the Treasury, for the four | 
years ending June 30, 1853, was as follows: 
BGO. . 0 oe secccceccccccnccccecce cc Ghe Oe | | 
IBD. we soccccccccsopecttoccsces SOMES | 
LOSR cer tese se Ue ecsccsmsscce ORIIS | 
BAS é dambabm odBh bes dtivbosicunk 65 014 





$267,348 | 





Such, Mr. Chairman, is the business of the port 
of Cleveland. A few words as to the condition of 
the harbor, to improve which this appropriation 
is sought. This harbor is formed by two piers 
extended from the east and west margins of the 
Cuyobuque river, at its confluence with the lake, 
for several hundred feet in the lake. Without the 
piers, the mouth of the river would be perpetually 
obstructed by an impassable bar; and there would 


| be no protection whatever for shipping against 
| the violence of the winds and waves from the open 
| lake, at this point some sixty miles in width, 
| with but the shelter of island or promontory. The 


western pier was built wholly of wood and sunken 
This pier receives 


which prevail in spring and autumn. This is 
now nearly demolished, and unless speedily re- 
paired, will in a short time be entirely swept 
away. The eastern pier is of stone. By the action 


| of floods driving out the sand and wood on which 


the pier is based, it is now breaking away, and 
for several hundred feet, by unequal sinking, and 
by undermining, the stone is badly cracked—in 


many places broken; and in a very few years 


will inevitably fall into the channel of the river, 
and render entrance into the harbor utterly im- 
possible. These facts, sir, 1 know from personal 
examination. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I wish to say a word as to 
the propriety of increasing this appropriation. The 


| last Congress appropriated for the continuance of 


the improvements on this harbor, $25,000. Owing 
to some doubt as to the title of the United States 
to land on which the eastern pier abutted, orders 
were issued from the War Department to discon- 
tinue the work of repair; and no part of the ap- 
propriation was expended during the last season, 
excepting so much as has been applied to the uses 


| of the superintending officer in charge, for such 
| personal attention as he has given to this subject, 


and for preparing a plan for the work. The ex- 
pense of them 1 do not know, but have reason 
to believe that they have made a very sensible 
impression on the amount appropriated. 

But, sir, the expense of repairs must have very 
greatly increased by the dilapidations of the works 
since the original appropriation was made; and 


| there is not a doubt that the original appropri- 


ation, together with the sum proposed by the 


| amendment, will all be needed to make this harbor | 
| what the necessities of its commerce demand. | 


Besides, sir, those works, on which the appropri- 
ations of the Thirty-Second Congress have been 
expended, are by this bill to receive a full, not a 
” and, sir, | do not 
clearly perceive why this harbor should not have 
its full measure of the justice of the Government, 
although the expenditure of the money should be 
delayed for a year. 

I know it is said that when the money here- 
tofore appropriated, together with the $10,000 
provided in this bill, shall have been expended, it 
will be time enough to ask for more at the hand 
This may be, sir; but *‘ one bird 


prefer to press this matter, than to repose on the 
contingencies of a future appropriation, depend- 
ing, as it would, on a body, to speak tenderly of 
it, which, it must be conceded, is rather uncertain. 


But, Mr. Chairman, it is said that the Govern- | 


ment works on this Cleveland: harbor have cost 


many hundred per cent. over the original esti- | 


mate. Why, yes, sir, they have; and certain 


gentlemen of congenital economy are opposed to 


these appropriations, and this appropriation in 


particular, not because the sums expended have | 


not been needed—not because the sum now asked 
for isnot demanded by the pressing exigencies of 
the case, but because the projector of this work in 
1835 estimated the whole cost of the improvement 
at only $10,000. Why, sir, to refuse your son, on 
his arriving atthe age of majority, his *‘ freedom 


suit,’’ :osting, perhaps, fifty dollars, because his | 


pantalets, when a child, were constructed on an 
estimate of ten shillings, would be no more ab- 
surd. True, sir, from 1835 to 1842 there were 
expended on this harbor of Cleveland $123,000; 
and since that time there will have been expended, 
when the appropriation of the last Congress is 
exhausted, $75,000 more, making in al! $198,000. 


But, sir, as | have already shown to the commit- 
|| tee, there were collected from duties on imports 
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into this harbor, for the three years last past, 
$206,653 59, being more than ali the appropria- 
tions made for the construction of this important 
work. Nay, sir, only disgorge from your Treas- 
ury the revenue collected from this port alone for 
a single year, and it will make triple what I ask 
at the hands of this committee. 

[Here the hammer fell.] 

Mr. STANTON, of Kentucky. I am opposed 
to the amendment of the gentleman from Ohio, as 
[am to nearly every appropriation in this bill. I 
shall vote against this bill when it comes up on 
its final passage, because | think that nine tenths 
of the money appropriated by it might just as well 
be thrown into the bottom of the ocean, if it is to 
be expended in the manner in which such appro- 
priations have been expended heretofore. I have 
before mea report made by the Committee on 
Commerce in 1852. I have ot Mant other reports; 
one made in 1836, and the other in 1842, showing 
an extravagant waste of the public money, under 
the system of management heretofore pursued by 
this Government. 

I have not time to say what I would like to say 
on that subject. But in this report there are enu- 
merated some twenty-three harbors, for which 
the original estimate of cost made by the engi- 
neers of the Government was only some $735,000. 


From the making out of the estimate to the 
writing of the report in 1842, there had been 
expended on these twenty-three harbors. the 


enormous sum of $2,382,000—more than three 
times as much as the original estimate; and yet 
the officer of the Government who reported the 
estimates for that year to Congress, also reported 
that it would require to complete these works one 
million nine hundred and odd thousand dollars; 
which would make in all an expenditure of more 
than $4,315,000 on twenty-three harbor improve- 
ments, for which the original estimate was only 
$735,000. I find in this present bill eleyen of 
these harbor improvements, for which the sum of 
$220,500 is asked, in addition to what has al- 
ready been appropriated. The original estimate 
for these eleven harbor improvements was only 
$379,000. The amount expended on them is 
$1,202,000, and the works are not yet completed. 

In the name of common sense, when are we to 
stop at this rate? It all results from having im- 
provident and extravagant men in the manage- 
ment. In this report the committee speak of 
errors of calculation, gross negligence, and mis- 

, management of those having these works of im- 
provement in charge. The evil results from the 
fact that the Government employs military men 
to manage these river and harbor improvements, 
when it ought to employ practical civil engineers 
to do the work. 

1 am opposed to the amendment of the gentle- 
man from Ohio. I will state that the original 
estimate of the cost for each of the harbors was 
$25,000; the sum asked for in the bill was $10,000. 
We have already spent $123,000, and now it is 
—— to add $25,000 more. | hope it will not 

e granted. 

The questign was taken; and the amendment 

| was lost. 

Mr. LINDSLEY. I move the following amend- 
ment: 

For continuing the improvement of the harbor of Ver- 

|| million, Ohio, on Lake Erie, $10,000. 
|| . Mr. LINDSLEY. My object in rising at this 
|| time is to make a few remarks relative to the im- 
provements of the harbors of Vermillion, Huron, 
| and Sandusky. I had hoped this House would not 
enter into any arrangement for the atijournment 
of Congress until there was a prospect of dis- 
posing of the bills now before the House, and 
others at this time in the hands of the various 
committees ready to be reported, and which 
should be acted upon before the close of this ses- 
sion. I have voted against all adjournments and 
|| recesses. But as the time for adjourning is now 
| fixed by the two Houses, we should dispatch 
business as rapidly as we can with safety and 
propriety. 

he harbors I have referred to are situated 

within the district 1 have the honor to represent 

upon this floor; and { shall confine my remarks 
principally to improvements necessary to be made 
at those points. I deem it unnecessary to enter 
into an elaborate discussion of this subject, satis- 
| fied as I am that a brief statement of facts relative 
| to those places will be sufficient to arrest the atten- 
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tion of this honorable body, and, it is hoped, to | There is still another, and the principal cut, of || an appropriation for the improvement of o 


secure from you such an appropriation for these 


porta as their commercial importance and their | yet to be filled up, which, when effected, will ren- || rity from t 


necessities absolutely require. I shall, therefore, 
oceupy your attention but for a few moments. 

it is, sir, an admitted fact, by those best ac- 
quainted with the ports of Lake Erie, that the bay 
of Sandusky is vastly superior, as a harbor, to 
any other port upon thatlake. it has an average 
deoth of twelve feet of water. In width it is from 
four to five miles. In length it is some twenty 
miles, and is capable of accommodating the entire 


fleets of our western lakes. Land locked, and the | 


surrounding country covered with a dense growth 
of giant forest trees, vessels may at all times there 
ride at anchor, safe from the desolations of the 
tempest, and the rage of the sea and the surf with- 
out. There is, however, one defect connected 
with that bay which ought speedily and effectually 
to be caenaliel. That defect I shall endeavor 
very briefly to show the committee can, and ought 
at once, to be repaired 


It would be highly gratifying to me if every | 


member of this committee, unacquainted with 
the Sandusky harbor, would glance his eye over 
the map I now have before me, and which has 
been carefully prepared and furnished me by Col- 
onel J. J. Abert, Chief of the Topographica De- 
partment. It gives a very accurate idea of the 
appearance and character of the bay, and that part 


requiring repairs. Formerly, and until within a | 


few years past, an unbroken peninsula of near 
two miles in length extended from the main land, 


Point—an angle of the main land, situated about 


one half mile south of the cape of the peninsula, || 


Through this narrow passage our vessels enter 
the bay, it being the main channel; and it would 
be one of the best on the lake, but for the difficulty 
to which | have already alluded. Well do I recol- 
lect when that entire peninsula was covered with 
rich meadows, and a large and thrifty forest. The 
meadows afforded the most ample grazing for 
hundreds of head of cattle, and the forest not only 
sheltered them from the scorching heat of the sun, 


shipping in the harbor from the fury of the tem- 


pest. The peninsula, however, has been, for sev- | 
eral years past, by the frequency and violence of || 
the northeast winds, gradually washing away, | 

ea been | 
made; and, since that occurrence, in every storm | 
vast quantities of sand are deposited in the bay, | 


until finally a clean breach through it 


shifting the channel, and seriously obstructing the 
entrance to the harbor. * Thus, by every north- 


easter, our channel is liable to be diverted, and so | 


filled up at different points with immense depos- 
its of sand, as to render its navigation not only 
uncertain, but difficult. 

The primary cause of these deposits of sand is 


alence of storms, from the lake into the bay, 
through the breach near the junction of the penin- 
sula with the main land. At such times the water 
rushes through the breach with such prodigious 
velocity as to carry before it large quantities of 


sand, which is swept along towards the entrance | 


of the bay, and deposited in and about the chan- 


nel, so that a vessel attempting to sail out by the | 
same channel by which it entered the harbor, | 


might possibly ground upon a bar formed during 


the prevalence of a single storm. Such, sir, has | 


been, and still is, the origin of the most incal- 


culable damage to our harbor. This great and | 
growing evil has been partially arrested by an | 
appropriation made for that purpose by the last | 


Congress. A breach of two thousand six hun- 
dred and fifty-seven feet was closed last summer, 
which has added much to the safety of the bay, 
which, remarks the editor of the Commercial 
Register, published at Sandusky City, ‘‘ has been 
found, upon inspection, since the disappearance 
of the ice, to have stood the test of winter to the 
utmost satisfaction. Nota single crib has been 
disturbed by ice or high water; o1 the contrary, 
the work has acquired additional protection by 
the accumulation of sand on both sides of the 
eribbing, the deposit amounting, it is said, to 
nearly two hundred acres of new land. As the 
mode of constructing the improvement was re- 


garded by some in the light of an experiment, the 


result is highly gratifying, as well to the agent of 
the Government as to those more directly inter- 
ested in its success. 
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some three thousand feet next to the main land 


| der the entire peninsula complete, and protect the 
| harbor from those vast deposits of sand which 
have been for several years past so fearfully ac- 
| cumulating. To accomplish this most important 
and desirable object, an expenditure of not more 
than $28,500 would be required. ‘ It is very cer- 
tain,’’ observes the same writer above quoted, 
| **that the magnitude of the commercial interest 


depending upon a suitable protection of our har- || 


bor, demands a further expenditure now, while it 
| may be profitably and advantageously made, and 
while a comparatively small sum wiil suffice.”’ 

It may be asked if we have sufficient water in 
our channel to admit the passage of ehe largest 
class of vessels? My response to this interrog- 

| atory is: We have; though the bed of the channel 
| may be occasionally changed, and a bar formed, 
| which often requires dredging, which is done at 
| the expense of the city, 
I would further remark, there is not so safe a 
' harbor on Lake Erie to enter in tempestuous 
| weather as that of Sandusky, There areno piers 
| or wharves to encounter in entering the bay. Once 
in the bay, all is safe; for there is ample room and 
| ample depth of water for the combined shipping 
| of the lakes; and the momenta vessel is within the 
| harbor her anchor may be cast, and the mariner 
may, in the proud consciousness of security, bid 


defiance to the fury of the storm that may rage || 
|| and howl without. 
on the north side of the bay, opposite to Cedar || 


Again: Does the commerce of Sandusky war- 
| rant the appropriation of $28,500, recommended 
by the Committee on Commerce for the object 


| now before me the report of the collector of that 
| port, which shows our imports for the fiscal 
year ending November last to be $30,048,744; 
| and our exports $11,435,457, amounting in all to 
| $41,484,201; which is an increase, over the year 
| 1852, of $6,798,304. 

Sir, I will venture the assertion, that, with the 


|| facilities it now has, the rapid increase of its bus- 
or the peltings of the storm, but also protected the | 


iness, the bright and flattering prospects before it, 
| Sandusky City will, before the expiration of four 
or five years, more than double its commerce. 
Sandusky now has over a mile of dock of supe- 
rior structure; and by reason of the formation and 
extent of its harbor, a similar work could be ex- 
tended, whenever it became necessary, for at least 
four miles further. The docks are built of rock, 
and that, too, in the most substantial manner. 


unique. Situated upon one of the most beautiful 


|| inland i upon the continent, surrounded by a 
|| fertile an 


a highly cultivated country, and unsur- 
passed in the salubrity of its climate, it can but 


|| attract the attention and elicit the admiration of 
the vast amount of water forced, during the prev- | 


every traveler. Within the city limits there is 
an cebedaaes of building material, such as stone 
and brick. Rock, for the erectich of an edifice, 
| may be taken from the very spot on which it is to 
be built, and lime and sand are to be had at its 
very threshold. Plaster of Paris is manufac- 
tured within the city, and an inexhaustible amount 
of the raw material, from which it is manufae- 
tured, exists upon the opposite side of the bay. 
Thus it will be perceived that within the limits of 
the city exist most of the requisite materials for the 
erection of houses, the construction of wharves, 
&ec. ; 

Railroads.—T here are now five railroads diverg- 
ing from Sandusky City, passing through not 
only the mineral, but also through the most fer- 
tile and beautiful agricultural portions of the State; 
and soon another air-line road will be completed 
to the Ohio river, connecting Sandusky with Lou- 
isville, Kentucky, over which, being the shortest 
and most direct line from the Uhio to Lake Erie,a 
very large portion of the products of the West, 
desi or the eastern market, and also the 
goods purchased at the East for western consump- 
uuon, must, we think, necessarily pass. 

Thus, with all the above enumerated advant- 
ages and facilities for growth and greatness, I see 
no adequate reason why Sandusky City may not, 
with the repairs of the peninsula, and the harbor 
improvements to which I have already called your 
attention, become one of the most important and 

rosperous commercial emporiums upon the great 
Cie. It is therefore to be devoutly hoped that 
no member of this House will vote against such 





above specified? Unquestionably itdoes. I have |) 


The location of the city is, in many respects, || 
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| bor, as its present necessities, and its fut 
| he evils to which it is now espa 
absolutely require. : 
There are other ports on the Sandusky by 
| which justice peqnune? I should mention, Ven y 
| is one of them. This is a small but thrifty villen 
situated on the south side of the bay. It has _ 
_large flouring mills,.which are kept in constan 
_ operation, and grind hundreds of barrels of . 
| daily. " 
Portage is another. This isa small 


Place on 


j 


|, the opposite side of the bay from Venice. At this 


place there are two large mills for manufactyrip 
| plaster of Paris, one of which is capable of grind. 
ing eight hundred barrels per day. A steamer 
| plies daily between this place and Sandusky Cit 
|| Fremont is another. It is situated on the Sun, 
| dusky river, about thirty miles west of Sandusk 
| City, andis a place of considerable commer, 
|| Besides being constantly visited by the shippi ' 
| of the lake, there is a steamer that dail plies be. 
|| tween Fremont and Sandusky City. Fremon is 
| the county seat of Sandusky, and is a large and 
; flourishing village. It now has one railroad, which 
|| does an extensive business. Several others are 
|| being built, whilst others, again, are being pro- 
jected. These circumstances have greatly ep. 
| hanced the value of property there, and givens 
most cheering impetus to commerce and to bys. 
ness of every description. 

Mr. Chairman, before I close these few remarks 
relative to the beautiful bay of Sandusky, there 
| is a matter, and one, too, of no small importance, 

to which I wish simply, and very briefly, to cal} 
| the attention of the committee. : 
Much has been said upon this floor, during the 
| present session, in regard to marine hospitals. The 
| Importance, the humanity, the absolute necessity 
| of the existence of such institutions, not only upon 
the coasts of the Atlantic and Pacific, but also along 
| the shores of our great inland seas, upon whose 
| waters dwell thousands of weather-beaten marin- 
ers, who are ever and anon exposed to the most 
appalling dangers and hardships, to disease and 
| sickness, and who need equally with those whose 
| home is upon the ‘‘ocean wave,’’ the protection 
and fostering care of the Government, none, | pre- 
sume, will doubt. 

The object had in yjew in the establishment 
of marine hospitals, is to furnish healthy and 
comfortable retreats for invalid seamen, where 
they can have that medical attention and care 
which is necessary for their restoration to health, 

The selection of sites upon which to erect such 
|institutions is a matter of great importance, 
| Nearly in the center of the bay of Sandusky isa 
/most beautiful and fertile island, called ‘Bull's 
Island,” containing about two hundred acres of 
‘land, healthy and easy of access, and which 
'would make one of the most interesting and 
‘attractive sites for a marine hospital that can be 
| found upon our western waters. The island ought 
| to be the preperty of the Government, and de 
voted, whenever it may be necessary, to the ob- 
| ject to which I have adverted. att 

I would invite the attention of the committe 
| to this subject, and ask them to consider the S 
| priety and expediency of purchasing the wholt 
/or a part of that island, at an early day, for the 
| establishment there, when it should be necessary; 
of a marine hospital. 
I now solicit the attention of the committee, for 
a few moments, to some of the improvemellt 
necessary to be made at Huron. The village of 
Huron is situated at the mouth of Huron river. 
A ship canal has been constructed from this point 
to Milan—a distance of eight milee—through 
which the shipping to and from this latter place 
is conducted. Milan is a beautiful village, han’ 
somely situated, and prosperous. Its citizens «lt 
intelligent, hospitable, and persevering. An & 
tensive business is there transacted in the pur 
chase of wheat, corn, wool, staves, «&c., &&» 
which are thence hinged by the canal to me 
ports upon the lakes. Besides, a large number 
vessels are there annually built, inferior to 00" 
of the same class upon our western waters. 
Milan has not yet enjoyed the advantages® 
railroads, but will ere long. It has comm 
the work. 
Huron harbor is very similar to that of Cleve 
land. The depth of the river is some eig! 
feet, and the harbor is easy of access. To ™ 
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it apenas what it should be, and what its im- | beneath the water level; in consequence of which || Van Buren, while he was admitted to be a Dem- 


portance rightly demands, it is necessary that an | 
eppropriation should be made, by Congress for | 
the repair and completion of the west pier. A | 
large portion of this pier is now in ruins, and the 
beacon, situated out on its extremity, was, a few 
weeks since, swept away by the violence of the 
winds and waves. This, however, will soon be 
remedied. Captain Jenkins, of the Light-House 
Board, has ordered another beacon to be erected, 
as soon as practicable, and the work has been com- | 

nc e 
— desire call the attention of the com- 
mittee more ticularly to the importance of 
having the pier, to which I have alluded, repaired 
as speedily as possible, from the fact thata part of 
this structure has been completely swept away, so 
that it is utterly impossible for the light-house 
keeper to get to the light-house during a violent | 
storm—at which time, above all others, the mari- 
ner needs, at night, a light to guide him safely into 
port, where he may be secure from the perils of 
the tempest without. 

Sir, the members of this committge have but a 
very imperfect idea of the dangers to which the 
light-house keeper is there exposed, nor can they 
form any adequate conception of them, unless | 
they were to stand in full view of the light-house 
during the prevalence of one of those terrible 
storms—so cOmmon upon the lakes—and view | 


that faithful officer, in his frail boat, struggling || 


amidst the most frightful dangers of a raging tem- | 


pest, and the heaving, howling, headlong rush of || 


the surf and the sea, to reach the light-house, and | 
to light it up, that the mariner on the coast may 
know where he is, and whither to guide his vessel. 
Some two years since Mr. Webber, who then | 
and there officiated, in attempting to reach the light- | 
house in his boat, to light it up, was overpowered | 
by thestorm; his boat was dashed upon the shore, | 
himself thrown out and crippled for life; and but 
for the timely arrival of aid he must have met a 
watery grave. the. 
almost lifeless, was resuscitated, and still lives to 
testify to the folly and inhumanity of the Con- 


gress of the United States in withholding an ap- | 
propriation for the repair of a work of such vast | 


and vital importance te the safety of the shipping 


upon the lake, and to the lives of passengers and || 


seamen. 

But, sir, this is not the only reason why an ap- 
propriation should be made for the improvement 
of that harbor. In consequence of the various 
and extensive breaches that have been made 
through the west pier, the river is fast filling up 
with sand; bars are being formed at different 
points; navigation is becoming obstructed; and 
unless the evil is arrested—and speedily arrested, 
too—that beautiful river, now so excellent and 


ample for shipping, must soon be so much im- | 


paired as to render it impracticable for steamers 
and other vessels to reach their landing. Huron, 
sir, is not an insignificant place, unworthy of the 
attention of this honorable body. It now has two 
railroads, upon which are daily brought to the 
place scores of strangers, and the rich products 
of the country. The exports of Huron last 
year ‘amounted to $1,246,197, and its imports to 
$500,000, amounting in all to $1,746,197; and 
with its present facilities, will. soon more than 
double its commerce. I therefore, sir, unhesita- 
tingly assert, that justice to the citizens of Huron 
and Milan, as well as to the shipping upon the 
lake, demands the immediate appropriation of the 
Rise recommended by the Secretary of the 
reasury, and reported by the Committee on 
Commerce. This appropriation would complete 
those portions of the roe most exposed, and thus 
render that port a safe and excellent harbor. 


Mr. Chairman, I wish now to invite the atten- | 


tion of the committee, for a few moments, to the 
harbor of Vermillion. The Committee on Com- 
merce has recommended no appropriation for that 
port, for the reason that, at the time of-the prepa- 
ration of that report, there appeared to be, in their 
estimation, no necessary occasion for an appro- 
priation. Since that period, however, circum- 
stances, over which no human agency had or 
could have the slightest control, have-occurred to 
induce me now to appeal to this committee for an 
appropriation for the harbor of Vermillion. 

"he unprecedented storms on Lake Erie last 
Spring completely annihilated a part of the east 
pier at that port, carrying it away several feet 


He was taken from the water || 
| arrested, completely exclude all vessels from en- 


the sand is —— filling up the channel. 
great source of mischief to that harbor should be 

at once remedied. For this an appropriation of 

at least $10,000 will be required. 

Il am aware, Mr. Chairman, that it is rather 
dangerous to attempt to tack amendments upon a | 
bill; but the necessity of this is so imperative, that 
I feel it to be incumbent upon me, as the Repre- 
sentative here, upon this floor, of the citizens of 
Vermillion, to present this matter to the commit- 
tee, and to appeal to you for that aid which the 
present and future protection and safety of that 
harbor absolutely requires. 


Last spring, during the prevalence of a storm, 4 on the converse of the proposition. 


and after the pier had been swept away, the 
schooner D. W. Church was wrecked, the ves- 
sel and cargo were a total! loss, amounting to over 
$15,000; and, but for the timely aid of the citizens, 
the entire crew would have been lost with the 
vessel. But the citizens of Vermillion, seeing the 
awful danger to which they were exposed, flew 
to their rescue, and, by almost superhuman efforts, 


| saved the crew from a watery grave. 


The difficulty, sir, in entering this harbor is, 


| that, during the prevalence of a gale from the east, 


it causes a powerful current to set through a large 
| breach in the east pier, near the land, and the 
water coming in contact with the west pier, causes 
a strong current to set out of the channel. The 
vessel coming in contact with this current is (for 
such was the case with the schooner D. W. 
Church) thrown upon the west pier. Once dashed 
upon the pier, she becomes unmanageable, and 
| her distruction is inevitable; for the feeble hand of 


|| man is powerless at such times. 


Sir, the danger and damages resulting from the || 
loss of the pier extend not alone to the shipping, 
and to the lives and limbs of seamen and travel- || 
ers, but also to the harbor itself. The channel, 
in consequence of the loss of the pier, is, as in the 
case of others of which | have spoken, fast filling 
up with sand, and must ere long, unless speedily 


tering the port. Vermillion is a place of consid- 
erable trade and commerce; is worthy of the atten- 
tion of Congress, and justly merits the fostering 
care of the Government. There is a beacon 
which, without the pier, is rendered almost use- || 
| less to the mariner in attempting to enter the har- 
bor in the darkness of the night. I hope, there- | 
| fore, Mr. Chairman, no objection will be urged || 


it from destruction, and. to protect our shipping 
and the lives of our citizens and mariners from 
the dangers to which they are now continually || 


exposed. 

Mr. Chairman, | am done. I thank the com- 
mittee for their patient attention to the few remarks 
I have submitted for their consideration. My 
object has been simply to state facts in regard to 

the present condition and wants of the harbors 

|| within my district, and the absolute necessity of || 
an immediate appropriation for their improve- || 
| ment. 

I hope, sir, that this subject will meet with the 
| cordial approval of every member of this House, 
and that the appropriations, so necessary and just, 
will be cheerfully and promptly made. 


| by adding five dollars. While speaking upon this 





question, I design to reply to some remarks that 
have been made upon the constitutionality of 


| improvement of our inland navigation. 
|| that I am as good a Democrat as—— 

Mr. WENTWORTH. 
; gentleman from Ohio is in order, and if his re- | 
| marks must not be confined to the amendment he | 
has offered? 

Mr. BLISS. I think the gentleman, after hav- 
ing wandered ad libitum hiniself, might wait until | 
| he sees whether I am in order or not. I believe, | 
| and so do my constituents, that it js not within the 
re of Congress to make these appropriations. 

believe in the good old Democratic doctrine, that . 
Congress has the power to make what are strictly | 
internal improvements. In our section of the coun- 
try we are so old fogyish yet as to adhere to the 

| uniform doctrine of General Jackson, and which 





was carried out in the administration of Martin 


I ask the Chair if the || 


ment pending? 
fore the time for adjournment, and | must ask the 
Chair if the remarks of the gentleman from Ohio 
are in order? 


This || ocrat. 


Mr. WENTWORTH. What is the amend- 


We have but a few minutes be- 


The CHAIRMAN. The remarks of the gen- 


tleman from Ohio must be confined to the amend- 
ment he has offered. 


Mr. BLISS. | am claiming that it is within 


the province of the House to pass thia bill, and 
to attach the amendment I have offered to this bill, 


I am replying to theargumentsof other gentlemen 


Am I right? 


The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman is right 


if he confines his remarks to the amendment he 


has offered. 


Mr. BLISS. I think that not only the amend- 


ment is constitutional, but that the five dollars are 


also constitutional, and that both are necessary, 
and I am trying to, demonstrate my position. Ido 


not know of any particular locality in this Union 
where the interpretation of Democracy is to be 


| sought. 
precedents, 


I am fully aware of the value of high 
I, however, look first to the tex, 


and for the elucidation of it | secondly leok to 


precedent. 


I find no objection in the text of 


the Constitution, and I find that the best expo- 


| nents of that instrument, who have ever lived in 
| this country, give my view of the text, and, 


therefore, I do not allow any gentleman to trans- 
fer me over to any other party, because I believe 
that it is within the power of this Government to 
p otect its commerce, and to protect the lives of the 


Mr. WENTWORTH, of lilinois. 1 oppose || 
the amendment. \| 
Mr. BLISS. I move to amend the amendment || 


} 


men by whom it is carried on. 


Mr. WENTWORTH, of Illinois, I am op- 


| posed to the amendment. 


The question was taken on Mr. Biiss’s amend- 
ment to the amendment; and it was not agreed 


to. 


The question recurred on Mr. Linpsiey’s amend- 
1 


| ment; and being taken, it was not agreed to. 


Mr. GREEN. I offer the following amend- 


| ment, to come in afier the eighty-ninth Ime: 


For the improvement of the harbor at Port Clinton, Ohio, 


| on Lake Erie, $20,000, 


The amendment was not agreed to. 


Mr. CLARK. 


ments: 
For the improvement of the harbor at the mouth of the 


I offer the following amend- 


| against the small appropriation I solicit for the || ¥@lamazoo river, Michigan, $15,000. 


For the improvement of the harbor at South Black river, 


| improvement of the harbor of Vermillion, to save || yichigan, $10,000. 


For the improvement of the harbor at Muskegon, Mich- 


| igan, $10,000. 


The CHAIRMAN. The Chair would inquire 
of the gentleman from Michigan whether these 
improvements have been provided for by law? 

Mr. CLARK. The estimate for them has been 
authorized by law. 


The CHAIRMAN. But is there anydaw au- 


| thorizing the making of these improvements ? 


Mr. CLARK. Noimprovements have yet been 
made. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair decides the 
amendments out of order. 


The following clause being under tonsideration: 

For continuing the improvement of the Hudson river, 
above and below Albany, but no‘ above Troy, New York, 
$50,000, 

Mr. SAGE moved to amend the same by 
striking out ** $50,000’ and inserting after the 
words ** Eludson river’’ the following: 


Ineluding six steam dredging machines, with lighters, 


‘ a , for t he same, wi 
| making appropriations of this character for the and © steam tug for towing the same, wit the dredged 


I believe || 


| } 


matter beyond the influence of the currents ; wheelbarrows 
for the same purpose ; shovels, other tools, and contingen- 
cies of outfit, as per estimate and recommendation of Major 
Delafield to General Totten, Chief Engineer, under date of 
May 25, 1853, $146,142.”" 


Mr. 8. said: Mr. Chairman, in offering this 


| amendment, | but perform a duty to my constit- 


uents, as well as to tw thirds of the whole coun- 
try, for if there is such a thing as a national 
work in this country—and I believe there are many 
—then the Hudson river must be classed as such. 
Sir, as early as the year 1797 the Legislature of 
State of New York n to appropriate moneys 
for improving the condition of the ed and chan- 
nel of this river, and has continued to give to it, 





with the aid and assistance of the cities of Albany 


| and Troy, its fostering care, down to the year 


1834, when Congress began to make appropria- 
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tions for the improvement of the navigation of 
this river, and continued to do so until the year 
1839, since which time the cities of Albany and 
Troy have continued to appropriate money for 
the improvement of this national work, with the 
exception of an appropriation of $10,000 by the 
Legislature of the State of New York, and $4,000 
by citizens of New York, in the year 1852. In 
1852 Congress appropriated $50,000 to continue 
the improvements on the Hudson river, which is 
now being expended. 

The sum which | now ask for with my amend- 
ment is to provide the necessary dredging ma- 
chines, with their appurtenances, to complete this 
improvement, in the most economical and perma- 
nent manner. The whole estimated cost for this 
improvement, as will be seen by reference to Major 
Delafield’s report and estimates, in Part II, Pres- 
ident’s Message and Accompanying Documents, 
pages 332, 333, and 334, is $450,986, which is 
distributed into six years, as follows: $146,142 
first year, as provided for in my ameddment, and 
$6,952 for the second and each succeeding year. 

Mr. Chairman, let me call the attention of the 
committee to a few facts more, and I am done. 

The value of the exports of the products of the 
United States in 1853, exclusive of gold, was 
$189,869, 162. 

The value of all property that came to the Hud- 
son riverfrom the Erie and Champlain canals in 
1853 was.... $73,688,044 
The value of all property that came to 

the Hudson river by railroad in the 

year 1853, is estimated at one eighth 
of the amount by canals, say...... 


9,211,005 


Making a total of.............. $82,899,049 


This large amount is the products of the south- | 


western and northwestern States, as well as north- 


western New England,-Canada, and the State of 


New York. 

Mr. Chairman, it is now known, I presume, by 
every member of this committee, that the State 
of New York has built, and is now completing, 


the most extensive and costly system of canals, | 
for the purpose of uniting the-waters of the great | 


inland seas of America with the waters of the 


Hudson river and the Atlantic ocean, that the | 


history of any State in this or any other country 
can pointto. Sir, the cost of the Erie canal alone, 
when completed, will amount to the sum of 
$45,000,000. 
this canal is now, and will continue to be, of as 


much, and, ! think, more importance to the grow- | 
ing and prosperous West, than to the State that | 
has built it; and let me ask the Representatives | 


from that section of our country if they are will- 


interruptions of the navigation of the Hudson 
river to their propert 


trust not, 
my opinion, when the great southwestern and 


northwestern Siates will demand the removal of | 
all restriction to the free ingress in the transport- || 
ation of their products to thesea-board. So the | 


quicker we commence this system of improve- 


ments, the sooner we shall anticipate what time 


and history will demonstrate. 


Mr. Chairman, | am admonished of the near | 


expiration of my time, which I regret, and there- 


by a leading member of this House, that we must 
pass this bill as it is, or it would be vetoed. Has 


it come to this, that we have got to surrender our | 


And let me say at this point, that | 


getting to market, when | 
so small asum as asked for will prevent it? I | 
Let me add, the time will come, in | 


: . . } i i iz i 
ing to allow the delay and expense incident to the || aid to remove a barrier to its navigation. 


| sum of $15,000 is believed to be necessary to make | 
a channel through the bar of sufficient depth and || 


judgments, our consciences to the whims and | 


will of the Executive? I trust not. 


shall never do it. 


For one, I | 


After the secret treaty with Mexico, and the | 
appropriation of $10,000,000 for a barren strip of | 
her land, and other appropriations that have been | 
made at this session, I think it comes with an | 


exceeding bad grace to talk about vetoes on bills 
making economical appropriations for continuin 

and completing the great highways of interna 
commerce, by the means of which will be devel- 
oped the vast and unlimited resources of the great- 
est, best, and most prosperous country the sun 
ever shone on. I trust the amendment may be 
adopted. 


The amendment was not agreed to. 


Mr. EVERHART. I offerthe following amend- | 
| item from the bill. 


ment; 


| 
| 


i 
i} 


| paid into the Treasury. .With a sea-board of more 


| item. 
fore must hasten to a close. I was told yesterday, ||-884!st It. 


| trust it was not supposed that my vote was de- | 


in the Treasury—Mississippi, having contributed 
to the common fund, is entitled to her share. 
the public money is to take this direction, give to 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


For continuing the repairs of the piers of Marcus Hook, 
Delaware county, Pennsylvania, $5,000. | 


The amendment was not agreed to. 


The following clause being under consideration: | 

For continuing the improvement of the navigation of 
Cape Fear river, at and below Wilmington, North Caro- 
lina, $50,000, 

Mr. WENTWORTH said: The matter of the | 
improvement of the Cape Fear river was disposed | 
of the day before yesterday. I therefore move to 
strike this clause outof the bill. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. HARRIS, of Mississippi, moved to amend 
the bill by increasing the appropriation to the | 
Pascagoula river $5,900, so as to make the whole | 
appropriation $15,000. 

Mr. HARRIS. If the principle of this bill is 
to be established—if it is to be engrafted upon 


the policy and practice of the General Govern- || 


ment, and thas perpetuated—I feel at liberty to 
ask, in behalf of my constituents, that the appro- 
priation be increased to an amount sufficient to 
effect the object sought to be accomplished by the 
expenditure. I do not feel disposed to counte- 
nance the practice now prevaient, of beginning 
with a sum too small to excite apprehensions, 
but sufficient to establish a precedent, and to lay 
the foundation, to furnish a pretext, for future 
appropriations. I preferto ask what is necessary 
at the outset. There is nothing in the report of 
the officer who made the survey and examination 
of the bar at the mouth of the Pascagoula river to 
which lL object. I take it for granted that it is fair 
and correct; but the report proceeds upon the idea 
that a depth of six feet in the channel, which is | 


to be made through the bar, is all that is needed. || 


From information derived from intelligent persons | 


familiar with the locality, with its wants and || 


necessities, I feel authorized to say that a depth of 
nine feet is necessary to render the work of much 
practical utility. 

The Pascagoula river affords to a large number 


of my constituents, engaged in the lumber trade, || 


the only means of transporting their lumber to 
market. What little commerce they have—acom- 
merce rendered comparatively insignificant by the 
want of that aid which is very liberally afforded | 
elsewhere in the improvement of naveation—is | 
dependententirely upon this river. The resources | 
of the region through which it flows are very 


great in this one important article of commerce. || 


The only hindrance to their complete develop- | 
ment, is the obstruction to navigation presented by 


| this bar, which lies across the mouth of the river. 
| The great value of the timber rendered accessible 


by this river has attracted attention of late, and | 
has led to the application to this Government for | 


The | 


width to admit the entrance of vessels of suffi- | 
cient size for the purposes of the commerce of that 
river; and | ask that the appropriation be in- 
creased to that sum. I will not disguise my own 
opinion as to the bill under consideration, on ac- 
count of the interest I may feel in this particular 


by the General Government. I intend to war 
against it—to urge a relentless, and, if in the 


compass of my exertions, an exterminating war | 
A Memser. Strike out the appropriation. 
Mr. HARRIS. Very well; strike it out. I 


a upon this small appropriation. If there | 
e no merit in the appropriation, strike it out. | 
Such considerations will not influence me, or my | 
State, in this matter. The ground J assume here | 
is, that if Congress is determined to embark in this | 
scheme—if you are going to divide out the money 


| Mr. SKELTON. 


|| been recommended by the engineer. 





If 


Mississippi some part, at least, of what she has 


| than seventy miles on the Gulf of Mexico, into 


| which two of her principal rivers flow, the navi- 


'| gation of both of which is obstructed, Mississippi 


|| gets, in a bill arpropening millions, the small 


/sum of $5,500. 


hope the amendment will be 
adopted. 

Mr. WENTWORTH. Some say strike this 
I hope that will not be done, 


July 12 
sail =’ 
for it is one of the most deserving in the bill 1 


have thé estimates, and upon t 
ment has been drawn up. 
| The question was taken on 
| amendment; and it was rejected. 


I move to amend by insert, 


hem the amend 


Mr. Harris’, 


| ing the following: 
For continuing the improvement of t 
Shrewsbury river, in New Jersey, $10, 


| Mr. WENTWORTH. I make the 
| the amendment is not in order. 
| authorizing eso ens 
Mr. SKELTON. Appropriatigns for ¢ 
| purpose have heretofore ie malt, sarvacat 
| been made, and additional appropriations tin 
r This amend. 
_ mentis tocomplete what has already been begun 
| The CHAIRMAN. The Chair understands 
| the gentleman to say that appropriations for the 
| same improvement have been made heretofore? 
| Mr.SKELTON. Yes, sir. 
The CHAIRMAN. The Chair entertains the 
| amendment on the gentleman’s statement, 
The question was taken; and the amendmen 
| was rejected. 
| Mr. FENTON. T move to amend, pro form, 
by increasing the appropriation of the bill now 
under consideration one dollar. I had intendeg 
to offer some remarks in support of this bill, and 
upon the subject of river and harbor improve. 
| ments generally, omitting not to give my views 
upon the question of ** tonnage duties.” I had fore. 
gone this pleasure, and perhaps duty, Owing to 
| the near approach of the close of this session, and 
the general desire to cut off all debate under the 
hour rule, limiting all remarks to five minutes, 
My anxiety to discuss this question is now jp. 
creased by the remarks made this morning by 4 


he navigation o 
Point th 
Is there any law 


|| member of the Committee on Commerce, {Mr, 


Mixtson,] and | now ask the privilege of pub. 
| lishing in the Globe what I shall fail to say in the 
five minutes allowed to me under the rule. 

Having accomplished my purpose, | now with- 


| draw my amendment. 


The following clause was then read: 

‘*For a resurvey of the harbors at Marblehead, Nap. 
| tucket, and Sandy Bay, in the State of Massachusetts, 
$1,500,” 

| Mr. FLAGLER. I move to antend that clause 
| by inserting after the word ‘*Massachusetts” the 
following words: , 

; —and the harbor at the mouth of the Eighteen Mile 
creek on Lake Ontario. 

There has been a survey made at this point of 
precisely the same character as others, for which 
| appropriations are made in the bill. There are 
reasons why a resurvey should be made, and 
| therefore I offer this amendment. 

The amendment was rejected. 


Mr. BROOKS. I offer the following ameni- 


ment: 
For continuing the habit of improving rivers and bar- 
| bors, all the balance of the money in the Treasury of the 
| United States. 





|| [Laughter.] 

: | The CHAIRMAN. The Chair rules the 
I say frankly to the committee that I am || 
inflexibly opposed to this system of improvements || 


amendment out of order. 
Mr. HAVEN. Inasmuch as we have got 


| through the items of the bill, I desire to ofr 
‘|an amendment to the second section, which ! 


'deem of very great consequence. I call for the 


reading of the second section. 
The second section was then read, as follows: 


Sec. 2. And be it further enacted, That the Secretary 
of War, before expending any part of the money herein 
appropriated, shall cause a thorough reéxamination and re- 
survey of each of the public works to be made, and 
adopt that plan which shall complete each one, or makt 
the greatest approximation to completing it, with the spe 
cific appropriation therefor. And it shall be his duty, * 
the next session of Cougress, to report the result of 
reéxamination and resurvey, with the plan adopted, and the 
items of expenditure under said plan; and he ghall accom 
pany said report with a statement of the amount and dat 
of all former appropriations for each work, and a full est- 
mate for its entire and permanent completion, with te 
amount that can be profitably expended in the next fied! 
year. And he shall also state in what collection district 
each work is located, and at or near what port of ott 
light-house, or fort; what amount of revenue was collect 
at the nearest of entry for the last fiscal year; and, # 
far as practicable, what amount of commerce and navit® 
tion would be benefited by the completion of each wend 
lar work: Provided, That he shall continue to make — 
a report at the commencement of every session of © 
gress until the works herein provided for shall all be co™ 
pleted. 


Mr. HAVEN. Having got through with t 





